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white man should be free and eque!. They long || ter and slave in the slave States of the Union. 


entertained the idea that, in order to carry out 
that experiment successfully, the Territories of 


the United States should be entirely ané exclu- || 


sively devoted to.the use of the free white labor-! 
ing population. Slave labor has been excluded 
from the Territories. They have persisted in 
this course for more than halfacentury. Africa 

slavery has been abolished in a majority of the 
old Siates; but we have retained it—we have | 
realized its blessings—we understand its advant- | 
ages. It elevates a considerable number of us to 
Shieh social, political, and intellectual condition. 
It has, to be sure, a rather depressing effect on 





the masses, and especially the laboring masses of || 


the white population; so much so that we, look- 
ing at free society as we see it in the mass of 
white population, and regard it as a failure, and 
we conclude it also a failure in the North. 
‘«« And whereas we consider this relation of mas- 
ter and slgve as the best condition of society— | 
most promotive, on the whole, of the advantage of 
all—we have recently attempted, within a few 
years, to extend this institution, for the ues 
of giving us equal weight with the most populous | 
part of the United States, and have made efforts | 
to introduce it into the Territories where it did | 
not before exist, as an element of political power, | 
and have tried to do this in various ways. We | 
have not been wanting in attention to our north- | 
ern brethren on this subject. We have endeav- 
ored to annex foreign territory for the purpose 
of securing additional slave States. e have 
succeeded to a certain extent, with the assistance 
of apart of our northern brethren. We have 
endeavored to convince them that this is a most 
desirable condition of society, which should be 
adopted at least in the Perritories, and so finally 
guide the destinies of the country; but they 
obstinately persist in refusing it. We have en- 
deavored to persuade and convince them thatit was | 
the best condition, and that they ought to ier | 
it; but we have not succeeded in our efforts. Wer! 
have not rested with this. We have repealed | 
agreements made by ourselves to keep acountry | 
exclusively for freedom. We have accomplished | 
this repeal wath the aid of some of them for the 
purpose of extending these blessings; yet the 
mass of them find fault with it. We opened 
"Kansas Territory for settlement under a pre- | 
tended agreement, that we would leave the people | 
there free, evenywhile a Territory, to settle the | 
question; and then the men of the North actively 
undertook to repeat in that Territory the same 
efforts by which they had distributed their Pop- 
ulation over all the free States, and they actually 
formed societies, as they had always done before, 
to aid settlers. They exerted all their power to 
settle that "Territory, to establish their schools 
and academies, churches and colleges; and, in 
short, took all those steps calculated to exclude 
the institution which we cherish. They at- 
tempted to do these things by the same peace- 
able means by which they had settled other Ter- 
ritories. We became exasperated; and when 
some people from slave States undertook, by 
invasion, to elect representatives for this 'Terri- 
tory, we did not interfere to stop it. When | 
those representatives met, and ed laws to | 
suit themselves, well calculated to drive out these 
people, they would not go out. Proceedings, | 
under color of these laws, were taken to burn | 
their towns and destroy theirgprinting-presses. | 
Laws were made to stop discussion and violence | 
} 
} 


there, and in the Senate was justified. We called 

them by ee epithets, though their exer- 

tions had all been directed, for seventy years, to | 
nothing more nor fess than the extension of free 
popes government, and the elevation of the free | 
aboring white community. That has been their | 
effort from the beginning, in which they still | 
persist, and we could not stop it. Though all | 
they have done has been for the advancement of | 
the free white race of the world, we have said, or 
at least our President has said, this is all pretense: 
what ay say is a false pretefiee; their veal 
Meaning is to disturb the relation between mas- 
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Wehave called them Abolitionists; we have called 
| them Black Republicans, as if their efforts were 
all directed to emancipation and notte the advance- 
ment of the free white population; and although 
their desire is to have gothing in the world. to do 
with a black population of any kind, they wish 
to be and are exerting themselves to be kept 
entirely clear of the whole of them. We have 
charged them with being Black Republicans with 
black intentions. Now having used all those 
means for those purposes, and having failed to 
succeed, we declare that we hold them, as we 
hold the rest of mankind, enemies in war and in 
peace friends; and we appeal to God for the recti- 
tude of our intentions, and to a candid world to 
judge of the righteousness of our cause; and we 


our sacred honor.”’ 
I suppose their declaration of independence, 


tially. 
if any issue should arise—I mean an issue of vio- 
| lence and blood—would be this: could the candid 
| world, thus addressed by such a manifesto, or 
any truthful one, be expected to be found in sym- 
pathy with it? On this point, let me read an ex- 
tract from a speech of Mr.Clay, delivered during 
the pendency of the compromise measures of 1850: 


** But if unhappily we should be involved in war--in a 
civil war between the two parts of this Confederacy, in 
which the efforts upon the one side should be to restrain 
the introduction of slavery into new Territories, and upon 
the other side to force its introduction there, WuaT a 
SPECTACLE SHOULD WE PRESENT TO THE ASTONISHMENT 
OF MANKIND, IN AN EFFORT, NOT TO PROPAGATE RIGHTS, 
BpuT—I must say, though I trust it will be understood to be 
said with no design to excite feeling—-aA WAR TO PROPAGATE 
WRONGS IN THE TERRITORIES THUS ACQUIRED FROM 
Mexico. It would be a war in which we should have no 
sympathies—no good wishes ; in whigh all mankind would he 
against us; in which our own history itself would be against 
us; for from the commencement of the Revolution down to 
the present time we have constantly reproached our British 
ancestors for the introduction of slavery into this country. 
And allow me to say, that, in my opinion, it is one of the 
best defenses which can be made to preserve the institu- 
tion of slavery in this country, that it was forced upon us 
against the wishes of our ancestors, of our own American 
colonial ancestors, and by the cupidity of our British com- 
mercial ancestors.”’ 








Mr. President, I have spoken not one word on 
the morality of slavery, or the relation between 
master and slave: I desire not to make any re- 
| marks upon it. Ihave treated this subject simply 
| as a political qneation. I have treated it fairly— 

I think faithfully, truly, as it ought to be treated. 
I have given my views, seriously entertained and 
faithfully expressed. 

Now, sir, what is their issue?” Can it be ex- 
pected that, after all the momentum which the 
progress of liberty has received in our country, 
increased and accumulated by the additions from 
the world abroad, a new system of institutions is 
to be adopted? Can it be expected that the free 
part of the United States are really to give the lie 
to all the actions of their fathers? Will they not 
continue to assert their principles? I think itis 
rather an unfortunate issue which is attempted to 
be made by the South. It cannot succeed; and I 
am inclined to believe, too, that they are gradually 
coming to that opinion themselves. I can alread 

ercelVe some evidences and symptoms of a feel- 
ing, on the part of the Democracy, thatthe attempt 
to extend slavery into the free Territories of the 
United States will be a failure, and it had better 
be seasonably stopped. I cannot but trust and 
believe that means will be taken to stop it. Ifit 
is done, that will be the end of the Republican 
party. Ifitis not stopped, the Republican party 
must go on. What will be the result at the end 
of three years can be pretty easily calculated by 
what has beén the result of four months’ work. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, obtained the floor, 
| but yielded it to Mr, Pen. 

Mr. BUTLER. As the hour is late I move an 
adjournment, so that my friend from Ohio can go 
on to-morrow. - 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. . 





pledge to each other our lives, our fortunes, and | 


i 





poCwery. drawn gwould be thus formed, sent 
he issue which would be madg upon it, || 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Jvespay, Lecember 9, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the motion to refér the President’s 
message to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and that ten thousand copies be printed; upon 
which question the gentleman from Tennessee 


| (Mr. a was entitled to the floor. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish this morning to reply briefly to the remarks 
made yesterday by two gentlemen from Ohio, 
(Messrs. Campse.t and Suerman,] on the mo- 
tion to refer and print the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

This debate is an extraordinary one; but, as 
the gauntlet has been thrown down by the Re- 


| publicans, it must be taken up by the Democrats, 
as they seem to be the challenged party. 


Onall occasions it is allowable to those defeated 
_in any contest, whether personal, physical, or 


|| political, to make excuses for their defeat; and 


| Oh most occasions those who have taken the lead 
in an unsuccessful contest of any kind are pre- 


|| pared to furnish their friends with some excuse 


| plausible in its character for their defeat; and 
| more particularly after it has occurred under 
| assurances like those given by the Republican 
party in the late presidential canvass. If nothing 
| had been said in reference to the causes of defeat, 
| I should not have considered it my duty to say 
|anything upon this oceasion. Ihave always 
| found, even in traveling from court to court with 
'gentlemen who had favorite horses, that when 
| their horses stumbled they would complain of the 
| blacksmith who shoed them, or would say that the 
horse had been shoed too long. Even the Mex:- 
can General Santa Anna furnished an excuse to 
| his people, and made them believe that they 
triumphed in the great battles of Buena Vista and 
| Cerro Gordo. Napoleon the 1. furnished an ex- 
| cuse for his defeat at Waterloo; but he gave as a 
reason, that his expected reinforeements did not 
| arrive on the field of battle in time to take part in 
the conflict which determined the fate of Irance. 

No such excuse as that has been furnished by 
the Republican party in the remarks made by 
either of the gentlemen from Ohio on yesterday. 
The Republicans, with their forces all in the field, 
well disciplined and ready for the contest before 
it commenced, have been vanquished, and they 
| now attempt to furnish an excusefor their defeat. 
They charge upon the Democratic party an avowal 
of different sentiments in the different sections of 
the Union. If this had been all that was said 
yesterday, I should not have felt it my duty to 
say a word upon this occasion, The excuse was 
| so silly, if | may be alléwed the expression, and 
calculated to have such little influence upon the 
— mind, that | should not have replied to it, 

nad the remarks of the gentlemen been confined 
to those excuses for defeat to which I have re- 
ferred. 

But, sir, | saw in the speech of the gentleman 
from Ohio yesterday, a different purpose from 
what was disclosed in their words. I saw in the 
a of the gentleman who last addressed the 

ouse (Mr. Suerman} an effort ata wnion be- 
tween that element which had fought the Dem- 
Ocratic party at the North, and that whieh: had 
opposed.it at the South, in order to unite all in 
the next presidential contest, which will come off 
| in 1860. The gentleman from Ohio has backed 
| down from the position taken by the Republican 
party in the last canvass, in this House and in 
the country, in reference to the question of sla- 
_very. It was said to me,as I came on to Wash- 
| ington, by a distinguished man who occupies a 
| Seat upon this floor, that there would be an effort 
| to unite all the elements of opposition to the 
Democratic party in one body to carry the next 
election, » toiccomplish their object, nom- 
inate a southern man as their cafididate for the 
Presidency. ‘The first step towards the accom- 
plishment of that object was, iy my judgment, 


| 
| 
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taken on yesterdayin this House. It will not, it || We took the same position in the late canvass. 
The gentleman furnishes, as he supposes, mate- | 


cannot succeed; but the effort will be made, and 
L should not be surprised, from what has occurred 
in the southern States in the late presideptial 
canvass, to see that party aan so far as 
the leading men of the Republican party, and of 
those opposed to the Democratic party in the 
South, are concerned. 

But the gentleman from Ohio said that the 
great issue in the last canvass was the restoration 
of the Missouri compromise line, and the policy 
of the present Administration, and that that 

licy had been condemned by more than three 
eae thousand majority of the popular vote. 
I take issue with the gentleman in that assertion; 
and I-am prepared to show that, so far from 
that being true, the policy of President Pierce has 
been approved, and that a restoration of the Mis- 
souri compromise line has been condemned by one 
million three hundred and thirty thousand votes. 
The position of the various candidates in that 
contest was wellknown. Thatof Mr. Buchanan 
was in favor of the repeal, and against the res- 
toration, of the Missouri restriction. 
Mr. Fillmore was against the restoration of that 
line. Mr. Fillmore took ground against its re- 
peal and also against its restoration. Now, sir, 
the number of votes cast for those two candidates 
over those cast for Frémont is more than all 
those which were given to the Republican candi- 
date at the late presidential election. 

Jut suppose | am wrong in the idea that the 
votes cast for Fillmore in the northern States 
were opposed to the restoration of the Missouri 
compromise line; yet those who voted for him 
in the southern States openly avowed that they 
were opposed to 1s restaration. It was so pro- 
claimed ~by all their speakers on the stump. 
Now, take the votes which Mr. Buchanan re- 
ceived and the votes given to Mr. Fillmore in the 
southern States, and there is a clear majority of 
more than two hundred thousand against the 
restoration of the Missouri compromise line. 
Yet the gentleman from Ohio, in a very extraor- 
dinary manner, asserted that the policy of Presi- 
dent Pierce upon that subject has been condemned 
by a majority of three hundred thousand votes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to propound a 
question to the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I yield for an 
interrogatory, but for nothing else. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does not the gentleman 
know that thousands of persons in the northern 
States who were opposed to the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise voted for Mr. Buchanan? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee... I do; but they 
were utterly opposed to its restoration. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Does he not know that the 
candidate of the Democratic party in the Lan- 
caster district of Pennsylvania, in which Mr. 


Buchanan resides, was one of those here who |! 


That of || 


> 


'| have a population of over 6,000,000. 


'| 583,000. 


voted against the repeal of the Missouri compro- | 


mise—who condemned it upon the floor of this || 


House, and upon the bustings? 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 


I know that Mr. | 


Heister, who ran in the*Lancaster district, took | 


open and bold ground in the late presidential 
campaign against the restoration of the Missouri 
compromise. He said that he had voted against 
the repeal of that compromise; but he unequiv- 
cally opposed its restoration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Was that gentleman, who 


thus opposed the restoration of the Missouri | 


compromise, elected in the Wheatland district ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. He was not; he 
was defeated. Perhaps, if he had voted for the 
repeal, he “es have been elected. 
of the repea 
belonged to the Whig party, every .northery 
member of which voted against that repeal. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. Speaker, is this dis- 
cussion in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the dis- 
cussion is in order on a motion to print and refer 
the message of the President. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. It has been 
asserted in the South, in almost every presiden- 
tial canvass and in every State canvass, that the 
Democratic party of the northern States were 
unsound on ge question of "the constitutional 
rights of theBouth. 

Ve have denied this. We have held that the 
Demogratic party North and the Democratic 
party South pied one and the same ground. 


At the time | 
of the Missouri compromise he | 


rial to the opposition to the Democratic party in 
the South with which to fight us in future presi- 
dential and State canvasses. 
| will be fruitless. The people of the South now 
understand the position of all the parties in the 


e+ ae 


But his attempt | 


northern States, and they look to the Democracy | 


as the only one national in its prifciples and just 
in its action tg all sections of the Union. 


It was boldly proclaimed yesterday that Mr. | 


Buchanan was a minority President, and that 
the administration of Président Pierce was con- 
demned by the people. It was alleged that Mr. 
Buchanan was elected under false pretenses. A 
little investigation would have satisfied the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Campsext] that neither 
| of these propositions is true in fact. I am pre- 
pared to refute all of them. -Mr. Buchanan has 
clear majorities over all*others in enough States 
to make him President without a single electoral 
| vote from any State which he only carried by a 
plurality of votes. 


| the States of Pennsylvania and Indiana. 
States number one hundred and fifty-two electoral 
votes, being eleven more than the number re- 


He has carried by clear ma- | 
jorities sixteen States—fourteen southern, and | 


| 
Those | 


| quired to elect a President. So that if the strength | 


_of Frémopt and Fillmore and Gerrit Smith were 
all combined he would have enough votes to elect 
him, ; 

| Let us try this in another way, for these are 

| facts which go out to the people. 


The sixteen | 


States which Mr. Buchanan carried by clear ma- | 


12,381,824. The entire population of the United 


States by the same census ts put down at 23,099,- 
578. Therefore he had a clear ae of the 
people of the Union in favor of his election. Yet 


joriuies have a population by the last census of | 


it is said that he is a minority President, and | 
that the principle of the restoration of the Mis- | 


sourl compromise was indorsed by the people. 
Mr. Frémont carried the six New England 
States and Wisconsin and Michigan. These 


| eight States have a population of 3,431,000. The | 
States of New York, New Jersey, Illinois, Ohio, | 


and Iowa were carried by pluralities. They 
Mr. Fill- 
| more carried Maryland, with a population of 


ority of the people of the United States. 
Ihe total number of votes polled for Buchanan 
at the recent election may be stated in round 
Sere Oli o's. oss siw'esec Mes 6itss oe gD 
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FOF PHIMOS, 56 oi ns ee dc eee daehbese> 





Total number of votes... ......0+ 2s +3,925,000 


| So that Mr. Buchanap and the Demo- | 
| cratic party have been indorsed by a large ma- | 


850,000 | 





| Buchanan over Frémont..........2++- 525,000 
Cues Suthers. cic vo wwits Seis celticeds SR 
Frémont over Fillmore. ...........06++ 425,000 


more than Frémont’s plurality over Fillmore. 


Frémont lacks about 1,375,000 of a majority of | 


the whole. 
majority of the whole. 

Inall the non-slaveholding States taken together, 
Frémont is in a minority of more than 200,000. 


States about 130,000. 

It is not true, therefore, that sectionalism has 
carried the day by a popular majority. The 
| people of the country are opposed to sectionalism. 

The people of the North and of the South are in 
favor of the Union, and of preserving the rights 
of every section of the Umon. The 
party was successful in the recent contest, even 
under the adverse circumstances which sur- 


we have carried contain a majority of the popula- 
tion of the United States, Buchanan and Breck- 
inridge have a large majority of the electoral col- 
leges. Why, then, is it said that the verdict of 
the people was against the policy of the Demo- 
eratic party, and that the administration of Pres- 
ident Pierce has been c@ndemned by the people? 


His vote, however, exceeds Buchanan’s in said | 


emocratic | 


wounded it, and elected the President by a large | 
majority of the electoral colleges. The States | 


Buchanan’s plurality over Frémont is 100,000 | 


Buchanan lacks about 325,000 of a | 





indorsed President Pierce and his administration. | 


| The convention which nominated Mr. Buchanan 
| This we all know. The very convention which 


bill, which was the great issue in the presidential 
canvass, 





nominated him indorsed the Kansas-Nelhaska | 
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= pralibasntellinianmngertomemasreamenam 
Mr. BARCLAY. I wish-to ask the gentleman 
whether the resolution indorsing the administra. 
tion of President Pierce was published and circy. 
lated in the Democratic papers of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I know nothin 
about what was published in the Pennsylvania 
papers. It was contained in the official proceed. 
ings of the convention, which were poPrehed all 
over the country. But, sir, ] hope that no Penp. 
sylvanian here will esteem the people of that 
yoble State so ignorant as not to know what 
occurred in the Cincinnati Convention, when its 
proceedings were public, and published in nearly 
all the journals of the country. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Do I under. 
stand the gentleman to state that this resolution 
indorsing the administration of Pierce was pub- 
lished in all the northern Democratic papers? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Yes, sir, all the 
leading ones of which I have any knowledge, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As part of 
the platform ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. As part of the 
proceedings of the Cincinnati Convention, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I undertake 
to say that it was not published in many of the 
Illinois Democratic papers. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. It wa’ published 
in the northern Democratic papers as part of the 
proceedings of the convention, It was published 
inthe Boston Post, in the New York Day Book, 
and in the Pennsylvanian. ‘These are the leading 
papers of the North which I saw. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. In my sec- 
tion of the country it not only was not published 
in those papers, but they denied that such a res- 
olution was passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
my friend’s part of the country is a benighted 
place, anyhow, and should not be surprised if so 
good a thing would never find its way into his 
** beat.’? Is there a Democratic paper in the 
gentleman’s district. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There are 
two or three which profess to be, but they have 
only a very limited circulation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Do they support 
the regular Democratic candidates ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There were 
several Democratic papers in my State which did 
not publish it. I believe the Freeport Bulletin 
was one. I will not be certain, however. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. That evades the 
question, and I turn the gentleman over to his 
colleague, [Mr. Marsma.u. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. With the pery 


mission of the gentleman from Tennessce, | wish 
to ask my colleague a question. I understand 
my colleague to assert that Democratic papers in 
Iilinois repudiated the resolution of the Cincinnati 
Convention indorsing the ad ministration of Frank- 
lin Pierce, and denied that such a resolution had 
been adopted. This is a grave and sweeping 
charge, and I wish him to state distinctly what 
Democratic papers in Illinois he refers to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I am not 
certain. I cannot state with certainty; but my 
impression is that the Freeport Bulletin denied 
that such a resolution had been adopted at Cin- 
cinnati. . 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I wish to be 
understood distinctly as asserting that no paper 
in Illinois, recognized as an organ of the Demo- 
cratic party, and circulating among the people 
of that State, ever denied the adoption of such 
a resolution, On the contrary, the Democracy 
of Illinois everywhere, without evasion or equiv- 
ocation, sustained the platform and proceedings 
of the Cincinngti Convéntion, the principles o 
the Kansas-Nebfaska bill, and the administra- 
tion of Franklin Pierce. Any assertion to the 
contrary cannot be sustained by the facts. The 
position of the Democracy of Illinois cannot be 
mistaken by any one who wishes to understand 
it. They are in favor of withdrawing this question 
of slavery entirely from the Halls of Congress, 
and of leaving its adjustment to the people of each 
State and Territory for themselves, without any 
interference whatever from without. And this 
just principle, I cannot doubt, will be sustained 
by a large majority of the people of the northern 
States, whenat is fairly and honestly presented, 
without misrepresentation or evasion by our op 
ponents. 


I am afraid that ° 


18 


—_—_— 
-_-- 


Mi 
gent! 
a hi 
andt 
pape 
amo! 

M 
did. 
jish t 
the 6 

M 
colle 
Tim 
Hers 
in th 
resol 

M 
Dem 
distr 
not ¢ 
can 
upot 
part 
istra 

M 

ent 
Fe h 
dist! 

M 
that 

M 
own 

M 
pres 
whi 

M 
of tl 
ters, 
was 
were 
Stat 
of 1! 
follo 

co Ff 
the c 
Unio 
repuc 
dome 
incite 
tories 
end 1 
recog 
laws 
as e 
*slav 
the p 
ined 





roceed. 
shed all 
0 Penn. 
of that 
Vv what 
‘hen its 
| Nearly 


under. 
solution 
aS pub- 
ers? 

, all the 
dge. 

| part of 


. Of the 
of 
idertake 
y of the 


iblished 
t of the 
ablished 
y Book, 
leading 


my sec- 
iblished 
th a res- 


aid that 


snighted 
sed if so 
into his 

in the 


here are 
ey have 


support 


ere were 
‘hich did 
Bulletin 


ades the 
r to his 


the per 
e,l cat 
derstand 
apers in 
neinnati 
f Frank- 
tion had 
weeping 
tly what 
0. 

am not 

but my 
n denied 
| at Cin- 


sh to. be 
no paper 
2 Demo- 
e people 
of such 
mocracy 
or equiv- 
ceedings 
ciples of 
ministra- 
n to the 
ts. The 
annot be 
derstand 
question 
ongress, 
e of each 
out any 
And this 
ustained 
northern 
resented, 
) our Op 





1856. 


—_—— = - 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of [llinois. Will the 














entieman state to the House whether he knows || the institution, they will refuse to pass laws for | 


w his own knowledge that the State Register 


apers in that State, published the resolution 
oe ee the proceedings of the convention? 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Both of them 
did. And every paper which undertook to pub- | 
lish the entire proceedings published that among | 
the other resolutions of the convention. 

Mr. ALLEN. For the information of my | 
colleague, I can state to him that the Chicago | 
Times, the Springfield Register, and the Quincy | 
Herald, three of the a. Democratic papers | 
in the northern part of the State, published that 
resolution of the Cincinnati Convention. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire to state that all the 
Democratic papers in the eighth congressional 
district of Illinois published that resolution; and 
not only the Democratic papers, but the Republi- | 
can papers in that district published it also, and 


upon it based their assault upon the Democratic | | 


yarty, because that party had indorsed the admin- | 
istration of Franklin Pierce. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I would ask the | 

entleman from Illinois, [Mr. bide easgrnagy if 
. knows one single Democratic paper in his | 
district which did not publish it? 1 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have stated | 
that already. | 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, [s it so to your 
own knowledge? * 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
pression is thatthe Freeport Bulletin is oue paper 
which did not publish that resolution. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. The resolutions | 
of the Democratic Convention were public mat- | 
ters, and every Democratic member of Congress 
was entitled, I believe, to eighty copies, and they 
were distributed among the northern and southern 
States. I hold in my hand one of the resolutions | 
of that convention, which I will read. It is as | 
follows: 

“ Resolved, That claiming fellowship with, and desiring | 
the cooperation of, all who regard the preservation of the 
Union under the Constitution as the paramount issue—and 
repudiating all sectional parties and platforms concerning 
domestic slavery, which seek to embroil the States and | 
incite to treason and armed resistance to law in the Terri- 


tories, and whose avowed ptirpuses, if consummated, must 
end in civil war and disunion—the American Democracy 
recognize and adopt the principles contained in the organic 
laws establishing the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska 
as embodying the only sound and safe solution of the 
‘slavery question’? upon which the great national idea of 
the people of this whole country can repose in its determ- | 
ined conservatism of the Union—non-interference by Con- | 
gress with slavery in State and Territory, or in the District | 


wof Columbia.’? 


Upon that platform Mr. Buchanan went before 
the country—a platform made in the State from | 
which the gentleman comes who yesterday ad- 
dressed the House, and attempted to show that 
the Democracy of his State were ignorant of the | 
principles upon which they voted for the Dem- | 


| 


ocratic candidate. 
Mr.GROW. I would ask the gentleman if 
he, and the party with whom he acted in the | 
South, understand that resolution to mean that | 
previous to the formation ofta State constitution 
the people of a Territory could prohibit or permit 
slavery? 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. It is well known 
that there is a difference of opinion between 
northern and southern gentlemen upon what is 
called the question of ** squatter sovereignty.”’ I 
have never regarded it as of any importance.. I 
know that a large portion of the people of the 
North, of all parties, believe that the people, in a | 
territorial capacity, can exclude or admit slavery, | 
Secause they believe it is an inherent right, and 
one not conferred by Congress@ The people of 
the South disbélieve that, with some exceptions. 
here are some in the South who believe that | 
the people have an inherent right to admit or 
exclude slavery in a territorial capacity, and 
there are many in the North who believe that 
the people of a Territory have not that power | 
until they form a constitution to ask admission | 
as a State into the Union. 
I have said I regard this as a question of no_ 
practicability. I have held that in a territorial 
capacity they had not the right to exclude slavery. | 
Yet the majority of the people in the Territory | 
will decide this question, after all. Ina Terri- 
tory we must have laws, not to establish, but to 


protect the institution of slavery; and if a major- | 


! 
' 
and the Chicago Times, two leading Democratic 
i} 


My im- || 





} 
| 





| 
| 


| 











i 


\ 


‘ 


| in his letter of acceptance. 


its protection. 


| 


e have the right to take slaves into the Ter- | 
ritory without any law establishing the institu- 


tion. 
there will be laws for their protection before they 


| will take their property, whether negroes of 
| horses, with them into any State or Territory of 


the United States. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I would inquire 
whether Mr. Buchanan in the presidential cam- 
paign took the northern or southern construc- 
tion of the question? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. He took the 
bold and strong ground that the people had the 
right to settle the question for themselves. He 


has always taken ground against what the gen- 


tleman terms ‘‘ squatter sovereignty. ’”’ 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Do I undestand the 
gentleman to say that Mr. Buchanan holds that 
the people of a Territory, prior to the formation 


of a State constitution, have the right to exclude || 


slavery ? 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Mr. Buchanan 
has never taken any such ground. I will read 
the ground he has taken. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I know what he says 
As the Democratic 
party went imto the canvass with two construc- 
tions of the question, I only wish to know which 
he took, or whether he took both? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 


Here is the 


| ground he assumed. The following resolution is 
|| a part of the platform re by the Democratic || 


National Convention which nominated Mr. Buch- 
anan, and which he most cordially approved: 


* Resolvé™, That we recognize the right of the people of 
all the Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting 


But southern men must*be satisfied that | 
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} canvass North and South. 
| slave States. 
|| tleman’s own State at Cincinnati, together with 
|| two others, one from Ohio and one from Connec- 
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ity of the people of a Territory are opposed to [t has been frequently stated that the Dem- 


ocratic party North and the Democratic party 
South take different ground in reference to the 
affairs of Kansas and the future of that Territory. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Suraman] said 
that the Democratic party in the North assumed 
the ground that they were a better free-soil 
party than the Republiten party. Now, I have 
aright to speak on this subject. I was in the 
spoke in free and 
I addressed the people of the gen- 


ticut. I spoke in Trenton, New Jersey, with 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania and New York, one 
of thent** Prince John,’’as he is sometimes called. 


|| The sentiments uttered by these gentlemen were 


precisely those I entertain and have published to 
my people. The only difference between us was 
this: I live in a slave State, in the midst of the in- 
stitution, and like it; they live in free States, and 
did not like it; yet they had the patriotism te 
stand up to a maintenance of all the guarantees 
of the Constitution for the protection of the insti- 
tution. This, in my judgment, entitles them to 
the more credit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman has said 


' that he has — at the same meeting with 


| Prince John 


Jan Buren. Now, | would ask 
him whether he indorses the doctrines promul- 
gated by thatgentleman during the late campaign, 
and whether they would stand upon the same 
stump and rehearse them together? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I most certainly 
agree in all that Mr. Van Buren said at Trenton 
in reference to the question of slavery. It was 
the only one of his speeches I heard. It was 


| published, and gentlemen can see it if they so 


through the legally and fairly-expressed will of a majority | 
of aatual residents, and whenever the number of their | 


inhabitants justifies it, to form a constitution, with or with- 
out domestic slavery, and be admitted into the Union upon 
terms of perfect equality with the other States.’’ 


That is the ground taken by Mr. Buchanan 
and the convention which nominated him. ‘The 
doctrine that the people of a Territory have the 
right to form their own institutions in their own 
way is the true and Democratic doctrine. As to 
the institution of siavery, they ought not to pro- 
hibit or establish it until they form a constitution 
to ask admission as a State into the Union. If 
the people of a Territory are opposed to the insti- 
tution of slavery, they will not pass laws to pro- 
tect it, and it will not gothere. If, on the con- 


trary, they are in favor of it, they will pass laws || 


for its protection, and it will go there. It will 
either go there or not, according to the popular 
sentiment of the people of the Territory. The 
gentleman from Kentucky himself supported a 


candidate for the Presidency who maintained the | 


g he did. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. Our candidate did not || 


doctrine of squatter sovereignty. 
hold that doctrine. He was opposed to it, as 


was opposed to it. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. How many times | 
did the gentleman’s candidate vote for the prin- | 


ciples of the Wilmot pf®viso? 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Do you understand | 


that to be squatter sovereignty ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. The seventh 
section of the platform upon which the gentleman 
fought the battle contains what the gentleman 


himself considered an indorsement of the doctrine | 
of squatter sovereignty—the language of the | 
+ we did at home—after we have fought the battle 


Nebraska bill. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Notat all. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Yet the gentle- 
man talks to me of squatter sovereignty, whey 


| 


|| or not it is not material. 


every man who supported him North and South || guished gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 


| 


| 
| 


desire. He there boldly avowed his opposition 
to any interference with slavery in the States or 
Territories, and stated that he would support the 
admission of Kansas into the Union as a slave or 
a free State, as the people should determine. 
Mr. SHERMAN. My question is not an- 
swered at all. Do you concur in the opinions 
expressed by John Van Buren in the last cam- 


| paign in regard to the events in Kansas and the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


his candidate has voted for the principle of the | 


Wilmot proviso every time it came before the 
House when he was a member of this body. He 


policy of the repeal of the Missouri compromise? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I heard nothing 
from him which I did not concur in, though Ido 
not remember to have heard him speak of eventS 


| in Kansas. 


Mr. SHERMAN. One further question. I 


| would ask the gentleman if he is aware that not 
|| only John Van Buren, but that Wendell Phillips, 


ere. SMITH, of Tennessee. 


| 


a well-known Abolitionist, voted with the Demo- 
cratic party ? 
I am authorized 
deny that Wendell Phillips acted with the 
Democratic party. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have been informed that 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Whether he did 


1 know that a distin- 


| Orr,] who occupies a seat upon this floor, and 


the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Cops,} went 
into the State of Maine, and that the two gentle- 
men from Georgia, [Mr. Srepnens and Mr. 
Coss,} went to Pennsylvania, and avowed openly 
and put upon the record their sentiments, which 
were the same as are avowed here upon this floor, 


| and the same as those held by the Democratic 
| candidate for the Presidency. 


Now, sir, after all this has occurred—after we 
have avowed North the same sentiments which 


| and gained the victory, our opponents come here 
and endeavor to make out that they would have 
carried the election if it had not been for a fraud 
practiced by the Democratic party. I need pur- 


|| sue this suoject no further. 
| 
| 


The gentleman from Ohio also alluded to the 


denounced the repeal of the Missouri compro- || delay in the progress of business in the House, at 


mise, which compromise excluded the gentleman 
and myself from going to the Territories of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska unless we left our servants 
behind us. Such are the strange scenes presented 
to us; and they go to show more forcibly the 
truth of what I stated to the gentleman from dhio, 
that there is a movement on foot to unite all the 


| elements of opposition to the Democratic party 


in the canvasses which are to come off in the 
future 


| 
| 
| 





the commencement of the session, on account of 
the Delegate from Kansas; and I must be allowed 
to make one remark in reference to what he said 
upon that subject. No one was here contesting 
the seat of General Wurrrie tp; and the objection 
| made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
| Grow] *o his taking the oath of office, was one 
of the most extraordinary of all the singular pro- 
ceedings of the so-called Republican party. 

The action of the*Democratic pasty was not 
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factious. All we desired was a fair vote, and that 


we determined to have. 

He told us that all the difficulties under which 
the country had labored had arisen from the 
opening of this agitation by the President, in the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise line. He 
told us further, that that act had brought about 
all the civil war which had existed in Kansas, 
and then, to my astonishment, he thanked the 
President for interposing to put a stop to that 
civil war, which he said would have been existing 
yet but for the interposition of the General Gov- 
ernment. I was astonished at that, because the 
gentleman, and the party with which he acts, 
wok the lead in withholding supplies from the 
Army, with which alone the President eceuld in- 
terfere and put a stop to that civil war. After 
doing all he could to prevent the President from 
having the means which enabled him to terminate 
that fearful strife, he turns round and thanks him 
for putting astoptoit. He ought to have thanked | 
the people of the country that we have a Presi- 
dent who, when this House failed to furntsh 
supplies to the Army of the United States, had 
the courage to call us back and keep us here until 


we did furnish him with the means which enabled | establishment of slavery in any ‘Territory, I | 
him to accomplish what has called forth the com- pe would vote against it. 


mendation of the gentleman from Ohio. The 
Democratic party, the Republican party, and 
the American party, now see that the bold stand 
then taken by the President did save the country 
from a civil war which might have led to blood- 
shed outside of the limits of Kansas. But after 
he has done that, and is~thanked therefor, he is 
denounced for what they consider an innuendo 
against that party which attempted to stop the 
supplies for the Army, ana thus favor their own 
sectional views against the Government. 

Mr. GROW. Liow did the Republicans 
attempt to stop the supplies at the last session ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. By attempting 
to put tipon a regular appropriation bill an un- 
constatutronal provision. 

Mr. GROW. They voted all the supplies, 
put proposed to prevent the President from car- 
rying on those disturbances in Kansas. I believe 
gentiemen upon lis side of the House voted 
against the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr, SMITH, ofP*nncssee. The mode adopted | 
to stop the supplies was worse tian % stright, | 
open, direct vote against any supplies. to the 
Army of the United States. ' 
put wpon the bill which was in direct conflict | 
with one of the provisions of the Republican | 
platform under which Colonel Frémont was 
nominated. ‘Phat platform declares, as one of 
its specifications against the President of the 


i 


United States, that he had deprived the people of 


the privilege of bearing arms, while one part 
the amendment to the Army bill deprived the 
people of Kansas from bearing arms. 

But I must Songratulate the gentleman upon a 
sentiment which he uttered yesterday—not that 
lL approve of it. He says that the only purpose 
ef the Republican party was to prevent the ex- 
tension of slavery. I would ask the gentleman if 
he believes in the platform upon which Mr. Fré- | 
mont was nominated? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
a part of that platform: 

** Resolved, That with our republican fathets we hold it 
to be a self-evident truth that all men are endowed with the 
inalienable right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi 
neas, and that the primary object and ulterior design of out 
Federal Goverhiment were to secure those rigiits to all 

rsons within its exclusive jurisdiction ; that as our repub- 

ican fathers, when they had abolished siavery in all our 
national territory, ordained that no person should be de- 
rived of life, liberty, or property without du@ process of 
w,.it becomes our duty to inaintain this provision of the 
®onstitution against all attempts to violate it for the pur- 
of establishing slavery in the United States by positive 
egistation, prohibiting its existence or extension therein. 
That we deny the authority of Congress, of a Territorial 
Legisiature, of any indrvidaal or associations of individ- 
xh give legal assistanee to slavery in any Territory of | 
the United States while the present Constitution shali be | 
maintained.”’ | 

Mr. SHERMAN, Does not the gentleman | 
know that the contest will show the only ground | 
taken was that of opposition to the extension of | 
slavery into the Territories ? : | 

Mr, SMITH, of Tennessee. I will publish the | 
whole resolution. I have read enough, however, | 
to show the exact position that has been taken. 


I will now read 


THE CONGRESSION 


An amendment was |! 


| by positive enactment, but ** prohibit its existence’’ 
in the States and Territories. Indeed, I would 
be glad if the Republicans would abandon these 
positions in their platform; but, notwithstanding 


AL GLOBE. 


| 


| 


their professions, we find gentlemen of that party | 


daily acting with.the senior member from Obio, 
{Mr. Gippines,} who, more than once, has ex- 


pressed sympathy for any uprising of the slaves | 


against their masters. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman state 


| the times when, and the places where, the decla- | 


rations were made to which he alludes? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Upon this floor 
and in the Philadelphia conyention. He so ex- 
pressed himself in his speech on the McLeod 
case. Ido not state the precise language he used, 
but only the substance of his remarks. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Stand up to it or baek out. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Ido not care to 
get into a controversy with the senior member 
trom Ohio. I am too young for that. I did not 
suppose he would deny my statement, and I will 
publish the remarks of his to which I refer.* 

I say, Mr. Speaker, as a southern man, that 
if a bill were introduced into Congress for the 


I do not believe that 
Congress has power either to prohibit or to es- 
tablish it. I wish to leave the discussion of that 
matter to, the people of the Territory; yet those 
who refuse to allow the people of the Perritor 
to mold their institutions in their own way, talk 

| of ** free Kansas.’’ Kansas was enslaved until 


| the repeal of the Missouri compromise, which | 


compromise deprived the people of the Territory 
of the right to regulate their domestic institutions. 
Then it became free. The right of the people to 


govern themselves is the great elemept of free- | 


| dom. Whether Kansas comes in as a free or as 


a slave State will make no difference with me in || 


my political action. Whenever the people decide 
| the question for themselves, whenever they fairly 
| express their will upon the subject, I shall stand 
ready to support that decision, whatever it may 
be, whether for slavery or against it. This I 
believe to be the position of the Democratic 
| party. 
The late election has settled more important 


questions than any other that has occurred since | 


‘ the organization of the Goyermment>-- 
| Ist. It decides the capacity of the people for 
self-government. 

2d. That when the Union is in danger the 
Democratic party can triumph over all opposition, 
because the great element of their organization is 
equal justice to all sections of the country. 

The Republican party have not only been de- 
| feated in the late election, but have been signally 
rebuked by the people. ‘Their excuses for defeat 
| will uicoubine The people, when the trial 
| comes, will always defeat any sectional party in 
| the United States. 


} 
| DELEGATE FROM KANSAS. 


|, Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a privileged question. 
| On Friday last the further consideration of the 


i 


| question in relation to the rightof John W. Whit- 
field tobe sworn as Delegate from the Territory 
_of Kansas was postpongd, and made the special 
order for this day at one o’clock. That time 
| has now arrived. The pending motion at the 


' 
Ohio [Mr. Grppine@s) referred to above. ‘They were made 
in the House of Representatives, April 25, 1848, in reply to 
| Mr. Bayly, of Virginia, and will be found in the Appendix 
| to the Congressional Globe, first session of the Thirtieth 
| Congress, vol. 19, page 523. They fully sustain what was 
| said in reference to his sympathy with slave insurrections ; 
j and the only mistake made was in the name of the ease iu 
} Which these atrocious sentiments were uttered : 
| “'The gentleman, however, says that Abolitionists look 
wo the insurrection of the slaves. Sir, who docs not look to 
| that inevitable result, unless the slave States remove the 
heavy burdens which now rest upon the down-trodden and 
degraded people whom they oppress? Is there a slave- 
holder who can shut his eyes to this sure finale of slavery? 
And why should we not expectit? Were we thus oppressed, 
outraged, and abused, would we not use all the means 
which God and nature have placed within our power to 
remove such evils? Would not duty te ourselves, to our 
offspring, to God, and to humanity, demand that we should 
rise with one accord and hurl our oppressors from us? Can 
we justify our fathers of the Revolution in their patriotic 
struggic for political freedom, and then turn round and 
condemn the slaves of the South for breaking the chains 
which hold them in physical bond and in intellectual 
ation? No, sir; no lover of justice, no unbiased 


mind gould blame them for asserting and maintaining their 


They will not only resist the extension of slavery || inalienable rights.” 


* The following are the remarks of the gentleman from 
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time of the postponement was, that there be a ¢q)| 
of the House, on which the yeas and nays Were 


ordered. I do not know whether the Speak. 


will rule that to be the pending question at thig 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The question before th, 
House is the motion to reconsider the vote } 
which the House refused to administer the iad 
of office to John W. Whitfield as Delegate from 
the Territory of Kansas. The previous question 
has been called. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that there be a call of 
the House, and on that motion demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. The ques. 
tion was taken; and it was decided in the hega- 
tive—yeas 99, nays 112; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 


Hendley 8. Bennett, Becock, Bowie, Braneh, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers 


| Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, 


Henry Winter Davis, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, Dowdelj, 
Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hickman, 
Hofiman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, heitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Max- 


| well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Milj- 
| ward, Morrison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 


Peck, Phelps, Powejl, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Robison, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, William 


|| Smith, William .R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Talbott, 


Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wat- 


| kins, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, Winslow, Jolin V.Wright, 


and Zollicotier—99. 
NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 


| Bishop, Bliss, Boyce, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Bur- 


lingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafice, 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, 
Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, Herbert, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 


| ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
| Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
| Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
| rill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Ohiver, Parker, 


Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Vail, Wade, 


| Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 


burne, Etlibu B. Washburne, Inrael Washburn, Welch, 
vyuitney, Woodruff, and Woodworth—1i2. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

Pending the call.of the roll, 

Mr. PHELPS stated that Messrs. Conn of 
Georgia and Woop, Stewart and Sage, and 
Forter of Pennsylvania and Warson, had 
paired off on the pending question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the call for 
the previous question be sustained, will it be in 
order to move the reference of the whole question 
to the Committee of Elections? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Then I hope 
the call will not be sustained. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I call for tellers on second- 
ing the call for the previous question. 

‘TeHers were ordered; and Messrs. CuuyomMan 
and ‘THorineton were appointed. 

‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 109, noes 93. 

So the previous question was. seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 


Mr. GRO I call for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. , 


The question was taken; and it wag decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 111, nays 108; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley 5S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Bygnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, ®Baskie, Clingman, Williamson K. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Jacob 
C. Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Enviiott, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffinan, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Janes, Keitt, Keily, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Vumphrey Marshatl, Samucl 5. 
Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Moore, Morrison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rast, Sandidge, Savage, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William &. 
Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Tippe, 
Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wetkins, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Jolin V. 
Wright, and Zollicofier—111. 
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~ WAYS — Messrs. A , Allison’, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
= 4 Bennett, Benson, Billingw Bingham, 
te Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame 
james H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bay 
‘tarke Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
naan, Cumbaek, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flag- 
jor, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Haven Hodges, Beslowsy, Thomas R. Hor- 
a Valentine B, torton, oward, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp; Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Mace. Mataeen, MeCarty, Kilian Miller Millward, Mor- 
van, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, : : 
2. Sapp. Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Soonahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Elliau B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Welch, Woodruff, and Wocdworth— 108. 








ministered to Mr. Whitfield ?”’ 
Mr. GROW. 


Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, | | 


Wasnpurn] suggested some time since that this | 


whole matter should be referred to the Committee 
of Elections. If he desires to make that motion 


se. 
Povir. WASHBURN, of Maine. I intended to 
submit such a motion, but as the gentleman from 





' 








Kuapp, Knight, Knowhon, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace 


Monprtey, DcCany, Killian Miller, Millward, | “ 
orrill, Mow, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 








| Parviance, Ri ie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, 
Scott, Sheri Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, on, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman ridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 


| 


‘ 


| 


My friend from Maine [Mr. |. 


: Puryear, Quitman, 





burne, Ellihe Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
Woodruff, and Wood worth— 106. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 


Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson KR. W. | 


Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter 
Davis, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Green- 


wood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 


' Marris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, 
<o the motion to reconsider was agreed to || Hofiman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
So the | 


i curred ‘‘ Shall the oath be ad- |} 
The question recu | Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 


Lake, Betcher, 
i 


amphrey 


Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 


Queen, Smith Miller, Milison, Moore, Morrison, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 

Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 


; Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Swope, T'al- 


; bott, 


Pennsylvania has thé floor, I will not take it from || 


him. 
"Mr. GROW. Théh I make that motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. _I endeavored to get the floor, 
supposing, as I intfoduced the matter on the first | 


day of the session, that the Chair would recog- || 


nize me, that 1 might move the previous ques- 
tion. ' 

The SPEAKER. It has been the uniform | 
practice of the House to recognize the gentleman | 
who submits a question to the House; and the 
practice has never been departed from. The | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Grow] sub- 
mitted the motion to reconsider, and the Chair 
therefore recognized him. 

Mr. PHELPS. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the pending proposition. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to know how the 
question will be presented to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit to 
the House the question which has been recon- 
sidered, ‘* Shall the oath of office bé administered 
to John W. Whitfield as the Delegate elect from 
the Territory of Kansas?”’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. Do I understand that the 
motion of the gentleman fromm Pennsylvania is 
pending? 4 

The SPEAKER. The motion is received by 
the Chair, and is pending. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will his motion be put be- 
fore the vote is taken on the original mjgolution? | 

The SPEAKER. Under the 50th rule the mo- 
tion to commit will be first put. 


Mr LETCHER. I understand that the pre- || 


vious question was moved upon this proposition | 
before the vote was taken upon the admission or 
rejection of Mr. Whitfield. Upon the reconsider- 
ation, do not we come back exactly to the point 
where we were when the previous question was | 
moved ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was | 
exhausted when the matter was disposed of to 
which it applied. 

The question recurring upon the demand for 
the prtxioas question, 

Mr. TALBOTT called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wricut of 
Tennessee, and Day, were appointed. 

| 


The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 108, noes 95. ‘ 

So the previous question was seconded. The 
main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. GROW. I call for the yeas and nays | 
upon the motion to refer to the Committee of 

lections. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | ro 
4 , || the following joint resolution, for the purpose of || 


ilitary || accounts of the Treasurer of the United States; 
which were laid upon the table, and ordered to be © 


the negative—yeas 106, nays 113; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, | 


Henry Bennett, Benson, Billi 


| 


now I will yield the floor to him for that pur- 
| 
| 
| 
| 





e urst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, nton, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 


} 





Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, a, 
Cumback, Damreli, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, R. Horton, 
Valentine B, Horwn, Howard, Hughstony Kelsey, King, 


Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—113. 

So the House refused to refer the matter to the 
Committee of Elections. ’ 


The question then being, ‘ Shall the oath of 


| office be administered to John W. Whitfield, 


| Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, || 


Delegate elect from the Territory of Kansas ?’’ 


The yeas and nays were demanded, and or- 
dered. 


affirmative—yeas 112, nays 108; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendiey S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter 


lioit, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flor- 
éfice, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, J..Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Giancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Me- 
Queen, Sinith Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrison, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell; 


Purvedr, an, Ready, Ricauc ivers > | Pe : seast 
Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust || communications, concerning appropriations, one 


Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William | 5 « 
: ; : | from the State, and the other from the War 


Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Swope, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winsiow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—112. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
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| 
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shall be so construed, from and after March 29, 1847, in 
favor of the brevet lieutenant general exercising command 
as such, that the beneficial operation of ihe Sth section of 
the act approved May 28, 1798, “ authorizing the President 
to raise a provisional army,’’ shall be held and taken to be 
revived in full foree, and that the provision of the Gu sec- 
tion of the act of A 23, 1843, allowing additional 
rations to certain officers of the Army, shall embrace the 
brevet lieutenant general while commanding according to 
that rank: Provided, That the said brevet lieutenant gen- 
eral shall not, in time of peace, appoint more than two aids 
and one secretary. 

Objection was made to the introduction of the 


resolution. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
motion to print and refer the annual message of 
the President. 

Mr. PHELPS. In order to expedite business 
I call for the previous question on that motion. 
When the message has been referred and dis- 
tributed to the appropriate committees, the debate 
commenced on yesterday may go on in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
without impeding the busipess in the House. 1 
understand, besides, that there are other execu- 
tive documents lying upon the Speaker’s table 
which it is desirable to have referred. I hope, 
therefore, that the previous question will be sus- 
tained. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the gen- 
tleman will yield to me for a moment, in order 


_ that I may report two of the general appropria- 


|| tion bills from the Committee of Ways and 


; ; || Means. 
The question was taken; and decided in the || ret 


Mr. PHELPS. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Commit- 


|| tee of Ways and Means, reported bills of the fol- 
|| lowing titles; which were read a first and second 
|| time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 


' || the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed: 
| Davis, Jacob C. Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, El- || 


A bill making ee for the support 


|| of the Military Academy for the year ending the 

| 30th of June, 1858; and 

} 
} 

|| of invalid and other pensions of the United States 

| for the year ending the 30th of June, 1858. 


I] 
I} 


A bill making appropriations for the payment 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that two 


I] ees, directed to the Committee of Ways 


; anc 
| 


| 


clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingburst, Bingham, || 
|| agreed to. 


i 


Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Buriingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 


Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, | 


De Witt, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Rob- 


Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, | 


ert B. Hail, Harlan, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas | 


R. Horton, Valentine 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Killian Miller, Mill- 


B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, | 


| ward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, | 


i 
| 
' 
| 
' 
| 
j 


; 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Petiit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 


Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, | 


Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Watbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Welch, Woodruff, and Woodrufi—108: 


So the House ordered the oath of office to be 
administered. 


Mr. Wuirrtecp then advanced to the Speaker’r | 


desk, and was qualified by taking the usual oath 
of office to support the Constitution of the United 
States. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HAVEN, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House the 


purpose of presenting them to the Court of 
Claims. 


BREVET LIEUTENANT GENERAL. 
Mr. CLINGMAN asked consent to introduce 


having it referred to the Committee on 
Affairs: 


Joint Resolution explanatory of the Joint Resolution “ an- 
thorizing the President of the United States to confer 


—— 


|| papers in the case of Orange H. Dibble, for the | 


| 
it 
} 


1} 


| 


| 





the title of lieutenant general by brevet,’’ approved Feb- || 


ruary 15, 1855. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled, That the joint resolution approved 
February 15, 1555, “ authorizing the President of the United 
States to confer the title of lieutenant gencral by brevet,” 


i 





Means, be referred to that committee, and 
ordered to be printed. 
The question was taken; and the motion was 


THE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE—AGAIN. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call for 
tellers on seconding the.call for the previous 
question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarp and 


| ORR were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 78, noes 94. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. WALKER obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. PHELPS, who asked that certain papers 
= the Speaker’s table be laid before the 

ouse. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 


| before the House the report of the Secretary of 


the Treasury on the finances; which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordgred to be printed. 


Mr. FLORENCE offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rules, was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for distribution by the 
members of the present Congress, twenty thousand copies 
of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, submitted at 


this session, rea@ving for distribution by that officer one 
thousand copies of the above nuinber. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the 


printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting, from the Superintendent of 
Statistics, an abstract of returns of American sea~- 
men régistered m the several ports of entry, &.; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed, 
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Also, © communication from the State Depart- 
ment, transmitting additional estimates for clerk 
hire and stationery for the use of the Department; 


which was referred to the Committee of Ways | 


and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
Also, the journals and laws of the Territories 


the Committee on Territories. 
NEGRO EMANCIPATION. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 


lowing resolution: 


I ask leave to offer the fol- 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to communicate to this House copies of any and of 
all resoiutions, bills, petitions, motions, papers, Or speeches 
presented, made, or deiivered in either House of Congress, 
agitating the question of negro emancipation in the sonth- 
ern States of this Union, together with such information as 
he may possess of the time when and the person by whom 
the same was presented, made, or delivered. 


Mr. ORR. I object. 
COLLECTION DISTRICTS, ETC. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. At theclose of the 


last session a bill (H. R. No. 187) establishing | 


the collection districts of the United States, and 
designating the ports of entry and delivery in the 
same, and for other purposes, was made the spe- 
cial order for this day. Subsequently, a motion 
was mode to reconsider that motion. I now 
move that the subject be postponed until Tuesday 
next, and made the special order for that day. 

The SPEAKER. The question being a mo- 
tion to reconsider, itcan be called up at any time. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I prefer having the 
quesuion taken now upon the postponement unul 
Tuesday next. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. BENSON, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the louse, of the petition and papers of John 
Lord, in order that they may be presented in the Senate. 

PRESIDENTS MESSAGE—AGAIN. 

Mr. WALKER. I donot propase to continue 
the discussion which has taken place upon that 
portion of the President’s annual message relating 
to the slavery agitation. I did, however, intend 
to make some remarks upon that portion touching 
the foreign relations of the country; but as the 


hour is late, and Lam not prepared to speak to- | : . 
7 ae P || on Foreign Relations. 


day, 1 move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 
Alabama does not propose to speak to-day, I 


If the gentleman from | 








from him under the sentence of a court-martial; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of John H. 
Wheeler, Minister to Nicaragua, praying the 


reimbursement of moneys advanced by him for | 
of Oregon and Nebraska; which were referred to || 


the relief of American citizens in distress, in that 
country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition 
of the Hon. Joseph R. Uuderwood, Sevieed of 


| Robert Craddock, an officer in the revolutionary 


army, praying that the bill now before the 


| Senate for the settlement of the claims of revo- 


lutionary officers, and of the widows and orphan 


| children of those who died in the service, may be 


| which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
| merce. 


| properly belongs to the executive department of 


hope we shall spend some time in calling the | 


States for resolutions. 

Mr. ORR. i object. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. WatLk- 
En’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at three o’clock, p. m.) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 10, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. S. P. Hirt. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. DURKEE presented the petition of mem- 


bers of the bar in the State of Wisconsin, for an | 


alteration of the time of holding the United 
States district court at Milwaukee and Madison, 
in that State, and an increase of the compensa- 


tion of the judge of that court; which wa re- | 


ferred to the Comnmitiee On the Judiciary. 
He also presented the petition of E. M. Joslin 
and others, for an act of incorporation -for an 


association for the manufacture of a new kind of | 


building material known as Foster’s new and 
improved building block, in tye District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of cit- 


izens of the District of Columbia, praying that | 


an examination may be made by United States 
engineers of the Potomac river, in the District 
of Columbia, and a plan reported for removing 
obstructions to navigation in that portion of said 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

MY, MASON presented the memorial of 
Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, a captain in the 
Navy, praying to be allowed the pay withheld 


i} 
i] 
i 
1] 





j 


} 
| who died without issue; which was referred to 
| the District of Columbia, 


| plementary to the act entitled ‘* An act to graduate 
| and reduce the price of the public lands to actual 
| settlers and cultivators,’’ approved August 4, 


so amended as to include the devisees of officers 


the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
raying that an exam- 
ination may be made by United States engineers 
of that portion of the Potomac river lying in the 
District of Columbia, and a plan reported for 
removing obstructions to navigation therein; 


Mr. BIGLER. I have been requested to pre- 
sent the memorial of James Marx, father of 
Robert Marx, who was killed in the massacre at 
Panama. Mr. Marx represents that his son lost 


' 
a large amount of money and effects there, and || 


he prays for relief at the hands of the Govern- 
ment. . He states that Mr. Corwine, the commis- 
sioner, made reference to ‘ais cAase in the follow- 
ing language: 


**T call your attention to the petition of a number of |! 


American citizens, residing at Panama, respecting the case 
of Robert Marx, who was shot wiile in the discharge of his 
duty at the railroad station, and commend it to the favor- 
able consideration of the Department.” 


I am aware, Mr. President, that this question 





the Government, and, also, that it has received 
attention there; and that our Government has 
made a demand for reparation at the hands of 
the Government of New Granada, and that Mr. 
Morse has been appointed commissioner. Prob- 
ably, therefore, this petition is not entirely sus- 
ceptible of any practical use here; but I will now 
present it, and ask its reference to the Committee 


It was so referred. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the petition 
of citizens of Hawkins county, Tennessee, in behalf of 
John Francisco. 


On motion of Mr. DURKEE, it was 

Ordered, That Peter Van Bushkirk, heir of Thomas Van 
Bushkirk, have leave to withdraw his petition and papers. 

TITLES UNDER THE GRADUATION ACT. 

Mr. CLAY, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and chtainel leave to introduce a bill sup- 


1854; which was read the first time, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. CLAY. This is a bill in whicha large 
number of my constituents are deeply interested, 
as well as the constituents of every representative 
of any of the land States. The Secretary of the 
Interior, no doubt with a laudable desire to sup- 
press frauds which had been committed against 
the graduation act, approved in August, 1854, has, 
in my opinion, assumed a province of legislation, 
and has superadded conditions to the acquisition | 
of title to those lands, which are unwarranted 
either by the Constitution or the laws of the | 
land. Some of those conditions can never be 
complied with; and consequently persons who 
have completed their contracts with the Govern- 
ment under the graduation act must be dispos- 
sessed of their land. I trust that the Committee 
on Public Lands will take the subject into con- 
sideration, and report early upon it. In order 
that they may report, and that this bill may 
become a law at an early day, I hope it will be 
now read a second time, with a view to reference. 
I think it proper to state, in this connection, that 
itis substantially the bill offered by one of m 
colleagues in the House of Representatives, whic 
I learn from the Committee on Publie Lands they 





1 


i ee ee ee ee 
_ have unanimously agreed to report, and to recom. 


| 
| tion the Senator from 
| 


report without an additional remark; for if the 


December 10, 


ee 


— 


mend its passage. 
| The bill was read a second time, and referred 
| to the Committee on Public Lands. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES. 


Several messages in writing were received from 
| the President of the United States, by the hands 
of Sipney Wesster, his Secretary. 


THE FRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


| The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
| following order, submitted by Mr. Firzparricg 
on the 2d instant: , 

Ordered, That the message and accompanying docy. 
| ments be printed ; and that fifteen thousand additiona) 

copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The pending question being on the motion of 
Mr. Apams to refer to the Committee on Printing 
so much of the order as relates to the printing of 
the accompanying documents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On that-ques- 
hio is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator from Ohio 
allow me for a moment to correct myself with the 
Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PUGH. If my friend desires to make an 
explanation, I will give way. 

Mr. BIGLER. desire in a very few words 
to reply to the remarks of the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. TrumsButt] in reference to the con- 
struction which I gave to Mr. Dunn’s bill the 
other day; or rather that which I said was given 
to itin the canvass. I had not the report of the 














| Senate Committee on Territories at hand at that 


| moment, and was not prepared to say what I de- 
| Sire to say at this time. he Committee on Ter- 
| ritories, after Senne of other portions of that 
| bill, and quoting the proviso, remarked as follows: 


1 
** Not content with repealing this wise and just provision, 
| and condemning the sound constitutional principles as- 
| serted in it, the bill proceeds to legalize and establish, for 
| a limited time, hereditary slavery, not only in the Territory 
of Kansas, (where there is no other local or affirmative 
| law protecting it than the enactments of the Kansas Terri- 
torial Legislature, which have been alleged to be illegal 
and void, and which the House of Representatives, by 
amendments to the appropriation bills, have instructed the 
President not to enforce,) but also in all that part of New 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mexico which it is proposed to incorporate in the Territory » 


of Kansas, and where slavery was prohibited by the Mexi- 
can law, and it is not pretended that there is any territorial 
enactment recognizing or establishing it. Having thus 
asserted and exercised the power of introducing and estab- 
lishing slavery in the Territories by act of Congress, and 
| declaring children hereafter born therein to be slaves for 
| life, and their posterity after them, provided they shall be 
removed therefrom within a specified period, the bil) pro- 
ceeds to affirm and exercise the power of prohibiting slavery 
in the same Territories forever from and after January 1, 
| 1858, by enacting and putting in force the following pro- 
| vision, being the eighth section of the act passed March 6, 
1820, to wit.”’ 


| Mr. President, I could rest my case on this 


chairman of that committee [Mr. nee be 
not able to understand and construe laws, | do 
not know who is able to doit. But I will state, 
in addition, the view which I entertained at the 
time when I expressed in the canvass the opin- 
ions I have stated here. It is this: that this bill 
of Mr. Dunn must have had some sensible con- 
struction. It must have been intended by those 
who voted for it to supersede whatever laws 
existed in the Territory legalizing slavery or the 
| holding of slaves in any way. Unless it could 
| supersede those laws it is clear that this congres- 
| sional interference must be null and void. It 
proceeds on the assumption, that possibly sla- 
very may have a legal existence in the Territory, 
| and the proposed act of Congress would super- 
| sede the haw by which slaves were held there. 
| Now, what I allege is, that those who passed 
| this bill exercised, or attempted to exercise, @ 
Om which would give them entire control 
over the subject of slavery in the Territories, to 
establish or to abolish it instantly; and because 
they assumed in this bill to have the power, and 








did not exercise it, but virtually provided that 
slavery might be tolerated or maintained there 
for one year after the date of that law, they did 
by this act of Congress recognize and maintain 
slavery for twelve months. Nor will it do to say 
that Congress has no power over slavery in the 
States; for this bill went further, and provided 
that those who should leave the Territory should 
be slaves for life, and that unborn children should 
be slaves for life. Entertaining these impres- 
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ions, | put the construction on the bill stated to 
the Senator from Illinois. 
I hope that this will relieve me to some extent 
from his confident declaration that my statements 
were a palpable and entire misrepresentation of 
the bill. This is all I have to say. — 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was not in the Senate 
Chamber at the commencement of the remarks 


th 


of the Senator from Pennsylvania, but it seems | 


that he is attempting to fortify the position which 
he took the other day in regard to the bill passed 
by the House of Representatives, and sent to this 
body, knewn as Mr. Dunw’s bill. ‘To strengthen 
the position which he took the other day, he 
reads from a report submitted to this body by my 
colleague [Mr Dovexas] on that bill. 


Now, sir, the position assumed in this report | 


is as much at war with the true construction of 


that bill as is what the Senator said. It does not | 
state the bill fairly, and it is no sort of support | 


for the Senator from Pennsylvania to lean upon 
this report. A candid mind can give but one 
construction to the bill of Mr. Dunn upon this 
point. It is impossible to torture it into any other 
meaning than the one which I gave it, if you 
examine it fairly. That bill provides 


«“ That the eighth section of the said act of the 6tn of 


March, 1820, is hereby revived and declared to be in full | 
force and effect within the said Territories of Kansas and | 


Nebraska.”’ 


That revives the eighth section of the Missouri | 


act, known as the Missouri compremise, which 
prohibited slavery in the Territories of Kansas 


and Nebraska. Can there be any dispute about | 


that? Here is a direct prohibition of slavery by 


the revival of the eighth section of the act of 1820. | 


That certainly did not establish slavery: it pro- 
hibited it. 


It will be remembered that this bill was framed | 


in a spirit of concession. It was designed to 
concede something to the friends of the Nebraska 
bill, in order to induce them, if possible, to sup- 
portit. It then contains this proviso: 

“ Provided, however, ‘That any person lawfully held to 
service in either of said Territories shall not be discharged 


from such service by reason of the repeal and revival of the 
said eighth section.” 


The position which | took was that Mr. Dunn’s 


** bill did not establish slavery. In the first place, 


it provided that no slavery should exist in Kan- 
sas. It then provided, that if there was any per- 
son lawfully held in service there, then, by reason 
of the revival of the Missouri compromise by this 
bill, he shall not be discharged if he is removed 
out of the Territory before the Ist of January, 
1858. Is it possible to construe that into a pro- 
vision establishing slavery ? 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. BIGLER. This is perhaps the point upon 
which the Senator may not have comprehended 
my views clearly. The point I press upon his 


atténtion is this: that if slavery had a legal exist- | 
ence in the Territory, those who passed Mr. | 


Dunn’s bill must have assumed that Congress 


had a perfect right to interfere~with the legal ex- || 
istence of slavery in the Territories. What I | 


say, then, is, that if they had that power they 
could abolish it or establish it. The same prin- 


ciple would give them entire control over it. | 
Now, they did not exercise that power by a | 


prompt abolition of slavery; but they allowe 


year, and for life, as to those that might leave 
the Territory in the mean time. That is the 
point. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is true, Mr. President, 
that those who passed Mr. Dunn’s bill did assume 
that Congress had authority to legislate upon 
the subject of slavery iu the Territories. They 
assumed thaty by restoring the Missouri compro- 
mise, which prohibited slavery, there is a direct 
assumption of that power. It went further. 


Mr. BIGLER. It says “ persons lawfully 
held to service.” 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The restoration of the | 


Missouri compromise would have set free every 
person held as a slave in the Territory. Now, 


does the Senator from Pennsylvania assume that | 


the Kansas-Nebraska bill, of which heds such a 
supporter, established slavery ? How did slave 

get into Kansas? If there was no legal slavery 
there, this proviso has no operation at all, because 
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the proviso applies only to the case of persons |! but others thought differently, and as a conces- 
| lawfully held to service. The friends of Mr. || sion to-them it was inserted. 
|| Donn’s bill did not believe that there was a slave Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, it is certainly 
| lawfully held in Kansas. They could well vote || a new position for me to occupy here or else- 
for this proviso, They believe all the slavery in || where, thatI should attempt to defend the present 
|| Kansas to be illegal; but there were others taking || Chief Magistrate against any personal assault, 
a different view. While in one breath gentlemen || 1 do not stand in any relation of confidence to 
on the other side charge with abolitionism the || hith whatever. I never recefved a favor at his 
members of the Republican party, in the next || hands, and never solicited one at his hands in 
breath they say we are for establishing slavery! || which [ had any personai interest. I rise only 
Look at the inconsistency of the thing. We were || to defend him as | would defend the humblest 
disposed to deal fairly. ‘I will tell you what my || citizen of the Republic against an asserted, and, 
understanding is of the reason why this proviso |; as it seems to me, wholly unfounded series of 
was put into the bill. There is a very large party,|! accusations. 
in the country which believes—and such is the | My colleague [Mr. Wape] asserts that the 
view of nearly every southern Senator—that the || President of the @nited States has employed 
owner of a slave has a right to take him into any || libelous terms in speaking of a large portion of 
|| Territory of the United States, and hold him as |; our common constituents who voted for Colonel 
a slave, under the Kansas-Nebraska bill. ‘The || Frémont at the last presidential election. If this 
President of the United States has recognized the || charge were true in any sense, I should con- 
|| territorial laws of Kansas as valid apd binding. || cur with my colleague in the condemnation he 
|| The territorial authorities there have recognized || has pronounced; for, although I should have 
them as valid. In our opinion they are invalid; || deplored the election of Colonel Frémont as the 
but we were willing to concede something to || greatest calamity which could have befallen the 
those who thought differently from us. || American people, I should have felt bound to 
Now put this case. Suppose an honestfarmer || render my tribute to the course of those honest, 
of Kentucky, acting on the assurance given by the |, patriotic, but as I think misguided, citizens of the 
President of the United States, that the so-called || State of Ohio who voted for him. The paragraph 
territorial laws of Kansas were valid, and upon || upon which my colleague based this accusation is 
the assurance given by the territorial authorities, || that one which I shall now send to the Secretary, 
that the territorial laws of Kansas regulating || and ask him to read. 


| 


it, | 
they tolerated it, and they recognized it for a} 


slavery were valid, moved into Kansas with his 

slaves, having, as he supposed by these assurances, || 
a perfect right to hold them as slaves in Kansas. 
We were about passing a bill to restore the Mis- 
souri compromise and prohibit slavery in Kansas; || 
but Iam not such an Abolitionist—and I say it | 
here—I am not Abolitionist enough to wish to | 
rob an honest man of his property. If the Sena- | 
tor from Pennsylvania condemns me for that, he 

may. I am willing to say, in my place here in 

the Senate, that 1 am not governed by any such || 
sickly sentimentality in regard to slavery, that I || 
will rob the owner ofa slave. If an honest man || 
had gone into Kansas in good faith with his || 
slaves, supposing that he had a right to hold || 
| them there under the laws of Kansas, which the || 
President had recognized, and which the terri- 
torial authorities had recognized, I should be 
| willing to give that man a reasonable time to get || 
out of the Territory with his slaves. And now || 
| you tell me here that I am in favor of establishing || 





' 


slavery in Kansas because I dothat! I say, sir, || 
that it comes with an ill grace from these gentle- || 
men to make such imputations on us. We were 
dispoged to deal fairly and honorably with all the 
honest bona fide citizens who had gone into Kan- || 
| sas under a false assurance, if you please to call 1] 

itso; but yet it was an assurance given by the jj 
constituted authorities of the country, the Presi- 7) 
dent of the United States and the Federal officers || 


in Kansas. It was no more than fair to the || 
honest citizen who had gone there with his slaves, || 
to give him a reasonable opportunity to get them | 
away. That was the reason why this provision | 
| was put into the bill. 
| Butl repeat what I said the other day, that || 
| this bill does nothing towards establishing sla- || 
| very. Ifthe citizen of Kentucky who had settled 








| in Kansas with his slaves had no right to hold || 
| them as slaves under the Kansas-Nebraska bill, | 

|| then I defy the ingenuity of man to find the author- | 

\| ity to hold them as slaves under Mr. Dunn’s 


bill. It simply provides that the bill shall not || 
free the slave if he is removed out of the Territory || 
within a year; but it does not provide that he |) 
shall be a slave for a year or foraday. Neither || 
the report of my colleague, nor the assertions of || 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, can change the || 
facts or the law of the case, until it shall be de- 


| 
| 
termined that a provision declaring that a bill || 
shall not free a man, makes a man a slave; and I || 
‘| Say, that is a perversion of language. A provision | 
| declaring that nothing in a bill contained should | 
| 


prevent the Senator.from Pennsylvania from | 
walking out of this Chamber, would not compel _ 
bim to walk out of it; nor does a provision that 
nothing in it contained shall free a slave if he is 
removed out of the Territory within a year, make | 
him a slave fora year, It simply prevents the || 
ere of the Missouri compromise to that | 
class of persons who were legally held in slavery || 
in Kansas, if any such there were. In my judg- || 
ment there were nonesuch, and ithad no meaning; \ 





The Secretary read it, as follows: 


** Our institutions, framed in the spirit of confidence in 


| the intelligence and integrity of the people, do not forbid 
| citizens, either individually or associated together, to attack 


by writing, speech, or any other methods short of physical 
foree, the Constitution and the very existence of the Union. 
Under the shelter of this great liberty, and protected by the 


| laws and usages of the Government they assail, associa- 


tions have been formed in some of the States of individuals 


| who, pretending to seek only tu prevent the epread of the 


institution of slavery into the present or future inchoate 
States of the Union,.are really inflamed with desire to 
change the domestic institutions of existing States. To 
accomplish their objects, they dedicate themselves to the 
odious task of depreciating the Government organization 
which stands in their way, and of calumniating, with in- 
discriminate invective, not only the citizens of particular 
States, with whose laws they find fault, but all others of 
their fellow-citizens throughout the country who do not 
participate with them in their assaults upon the Constita- 
tion, framed and adopted by our fathers, and claiming for 


| the privileges it has secured, and the blessings it has:con- 


ferred, the steady support and grateful reverence of their 
children. They seek an object which they well know to 
be a revolutionary one. They are perfectly aware that the 


| change in the relative condition of the white and black 


races in the slaveholding States, which they would promote, 
is beyond their lawful authority ; that to them it is a foreign 


| object; that it cannot be effected by any peaceful inetru- 


mentality of theirs; that for them, and the States of which 
they are citizens, the only path to its accomplishment is 
through burning cities, and ravaged fieids, and slaughtered 
populations, and all there is most terrible in foreign, com- 
plicated with civil and servile war; and that the first step 
in the attempt is the forcible disruption of a country em- 
bracing in its broad bosom a degree of liberty, and an 
amount of individual and public prosperity, to which there 
is no parallel in history, and substituting in its place hostile 
governments, driven at once and inevitably into mutual 
devastation and fratricidal carnage, transforming the now 
peaceful and felicitous brotherhood into a vast permanent 
camp of armed men, like the rival monarchies of Europe 
and Asia. Well knowing that such, and such only, are 
the means and the consequences of their plans and pur- 
poses, they endeavor to prepare the people of the United 


| States for civil war by doing everything in their power to 
| deprive the Constitution and the laws of moral authority, 


and to undermine the fabrie of the Union by appeals to 
passion and sectional prejudice, by indoetrinating its people 
with reciprocal hatred, and by educating them to stand 
face to face as enemies, rather than shoulder to shoulder 
as friends.” 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, it is impossibte 
that this paragraph can apply to the members of 
the Republican party, if it be true, as asserted on 
this floor, that they do not aim at legislation by 
Congress on the subject of slavéry within the 
States. It is directed against those who held that 
doctrine. It relates to the men whom the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wison,] and the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fessenven,] them- 


|| selves denounced on this floor, whom, to be sure, 


the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Has} 
said he had never seen, but whom the Senator 
from Massachusetts admitted to be within the 


| circle of his acquaintance. 


The President proceeds, however, to speak of 
another class of fis fellow-citizens, of the class 
to which these gentlemen say they belong. What 
terms does he apply to them? 


‘¢ It is by the agency of such unwarrantable interference, 
foreign and domestic, that the minds of many, otherwise 
good citizens, have becn so inflamed into the passionate 
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condemnation of the domestic institutions of the southern 
Fiates, as at length to pass insensibly to almost equally 
passionate hostility towards their fellow-citizens of those 
States, aud thas, finally, to fall into temporary fellowship 
with the avowed and active enemies of the Constitution. 
Ardently attached to liberty in the abstract, they do nat 


stop to consider practically how the objects they would | 


attain can be accomplighed, nor to reflect thet, even if the 
evil were as great as Mey deem it, they have no remedy 
to apply, and that it can be only aggravated by their violence 
and unconstitutional action.” 


That is the paragraph immediately following | 


the one which was read from the Secretary’s 
desk. But the President does not stop there; he 
proceeds, in a third paragraph, in these words: 
“1 confidently believe that the great body of those who 
inconsiderate!y took this fatal stcpare sincerely attached 
te the Constitution and the Unio. They would, upon 
deliberation, shrink with unaffected horror from any con- 
scious act of disanion or civilwar. But they have entered 
into a path which leads nowhgre, unless it be to civil war 
and disunion,and which lias no other possible oudet. They 
have proceeded thus farin that direction in consequence 
of the successive stages of their progress having consisted 


of a series of sécondary issues, each of which professed to | 


be confined within constitutional and peaceful limits, but 


which attempted indirectly what few men were willing | 


10 do directly ; that is, to act aggressively against the con- 
stitutional rights of nearly one half of the thirty-one 
Stutes.”’ 


The amount of it is, that the President has 


expreased his opinion that, although these gentle- | 
men were actuated by honest motives, although | 


they were attached to the Constitution and the 
Union—and he has eee upon this as high 
a eulogium as they have pronounced upon them- 
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| 


willing the whole world should witness, can be written 
| down by falsehood and defamation. 
| been tried; you have witnessed the scene; our fellow- 
| citizens have looked on, cool and collected; they saw the 


| that, in his celebrated protest addressed to this 





selves—yet in his peagnent there is no outlet | 


from the path whic 1 
which they have been incautiously betrayed, 
except through disunion and civil war. 


1 they now pursue, and into | 


may find fault with the President’s argument; | 
y gz 


they may find fault with his conclusion; they 
may say that it is not warranted by the premises; 
but | appeal to any candid mind—I appeal to these 
gentlemen themselves, upon reconsideration— 
where is the pretext for asserting that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has employed libelous 
language towards them, or in any way called in 
question their motives or their intentions? 

The Senator from New York, {[Mr. Sewarp,] 
however, took occasion, in his brief observations, 
to declare that passages of this deseripuon were 
without precedent in the executive message. He 
held up Genrral Pierce as the first President of 
the United States who had ever permitted him- 


self,in his communicatiois to Congress, to speak | 


of the conduct of any considerable number of his 
fellow-citizens. The Senator scems to be as little 
acquainted with the langaage of Washington, as 
I think he is acquainted with his sentiments and 
his principles. 
Washington to Congress, dated the 19th of No- 
vember, 1794, I find this paragraph, speaking of 
the citizens of southern and western Pennsyl- 
vania, who had, by associations, obstructed the 


In the sixth annual address of | 


execution of the nws of the United States, but | 
which had been suppressed by the interposition | 


of the military force of the United States: 


“Anil when, in tire calm moments of reflection, they 
@hall have traced the origin and progress of the imsurrec 
tion, let them determine whether it has not been fomented 
by combinations of men, who, careless of consequences, 
and disregarding the unerring truth, that those who can 
rouse cannot always appease a civil convulsion, have 


disseminated, from an ignorance or perversion of facts, || 


suspicions, joalousics, 
ernment.” 

Tt would really seem as if the line of argument 
adopted by the President in this message had 


and accusations of the whole Gov- 


been taken from the line of argument pursued by | 


Washington upon that occasion. 
But the same Senator, as well as the Senators 
from New Eampshire and Massachusetts, de- 
clared that there was no preeedent for the Pres- 
ident of the United States in referring to the 
results of a presidential clection in any of his 
communications to Congress. 
examined this matter to any great extent, I have 
found two precedents in the example of two Pres- 
idents, wach one «f which would be sufficient 
with me, and certa’ly with those who concur 
With me in political sentimy: ot. 
inaugural add 


Without having | 


In the second | 
ress of Thomas Jefferson, delivered | 


on the 4th of March, 1805, he spoke in distinct | 


terins, not only of the charges which had been 


made against his administration upon the floor | 


They || 
| Jefferson and Jackson were. 


| nothing. 
clared here, at the Jast session, and at this ses- | 
sion—they have declared throughout the country, 


| party that their President should be clected for a || 


| he violated that rule only in consideration of the | 
| peculiar ¢ireumstances which surrounded him | 


us, charged with whatsoever its licentiousness could devise Government the power to interfere directly with the do. 
| mestic condition of persons in the southern States, but, on 


or dare. These abuses of an institution so important to 
freedom and science are deeply to be regretted, inasmuch 
as they tend to lessen its Useiulness and to sap its safety ; | 
they might, indeed, have been corrected by the wholesome 
punishments reeerved and provided by the laws of the sev- 
eral States against falsehood and defamation; but ptblic 
duties more urgent press on the time of public servants, | 
and the offenders Lave therefore been left to find their pun- 
ishment in the public indignation. 

* Nor was it uninteresting to the world that an experi- 
ment should be fairly and fully made, whether freedom of 
discussion, unaided by power, is not sufficient for the prop- 
agation and protection of truth—whether a Government, 
conducting itself in the true spirit of its constitution, with 
zeal and purity, and doing no act which it would be un- 


The experiment has 


latent source from which these outrages proceeded ; they 
gathered around their public functionaries, and, when the 
Constitution called them to the decision by suffrage, they 
pronounced their verdict—honorable to those whe had 
served then, and consolatory to the friend of man, who 
believes he may be inffusted with his own affairs.”’ 


If Mr. Jefferson had lived to our day, he would | 
have found that the falsehood of the press in his 
time bore but a very slight proportion to the new 
system of falsehood in whith it indulges at this 
period. 

There is another precedent. 
but I will refer to it. 





I will not read it, | 
Do we not all recollect 


body, as well as dispersed throughout his annual 
messages, at the same time, Andrew Jackson 
referred to the election of 1832as a direct indorse- 
ment of his conduct towards the Bank of the 
United States? 

It may, however, be suggested that the present 
Chief Magistrate was not himself reélected, as | 
That distinction, 
for the purposes of this argument, amounts to | 
Those gentlemen have themselves de- 


in all imaginable forms—that the election of Mr. | 
Buchanan was a continuation of the policy which | 
this Administration has inaugurated. The qnes- 
tion whether a particular man is renominated* 
by the Democracy, is a question with which, I 
submit, they have no concern, It was, in early 
times, a favorite maxim with the Democratic | 


single term. General Jackson professed it, and 





and the party in the year 1830. I do not speak | 
of the personal relations of the present*Adminis- 
tration; of its choice of officers; of its conduct of 
detail; of the question whether this might have 
been done better, or whether that should have 
been left undone. I speak of the general prin- 
ciples which have been professed by the Presi- | 
dent, and are professed, as | understand, by the 
convention which nominated Mr. Buchanan, and 
by Mr. Buchanan himself. 
The Senatomfrom. New Hampshire declared 


_that the President had no authority, under the | 


| of the state of the Union. 


of Congress, but of the charges which had been 1 


made in the newspapers. Here is his language: 
* During 


disturb it, the artillery of the press has been leveled against | 


this course of administration, and in order to || 


Constitution, to discuss these topics in an exec- 
ive message, The President himself | | 
ulive message, ne President himse 1as an- 
swered that view in a britf paragraph, expressed | 
so much better than [ could express it, that I will | 
trouble the Senate to listen to it: 
“The Constitution’ requires that the President shall, 
from time to time, not only recommend to the consideration 
of Congress such measures as he may judge necessary.and | 
expedient, but also that he shall give mformativn to them | 
To do this fully involves expo- 


GLOBE. 


| 











sitions of all matters in the actual condition of the country, || 


domestic or foreign, which essentially concern the general || 


welfare.”? 

With that I leave the President to the assault 
which the Senator from New Hampshire made. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. Fessenpen} 
charges the President with having asserted that 
which he knew to be untrue; he charges the 


President with having uttered a deliberate false- || 


hood in asserting that the people of the North, as | 
a body, claim for Congress a power to legislate 
on the subject of slavery within the States. Sir, 
the President made no such assertion. I have 
already shown that in answering some observa- 
tions of my colleague; but I quote this paragraph 
in order to put the matter forever at rest. Speak- 
ing of the condition of this question at the time 
when the compromise measures were adopted, in | 
September, 1850, the President says: 

«“ While, therefore, in general, the people of the northern | 
States have never at any time arrogated for the Federal 


| of the United States had, in a lon 
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the contrary, have disavowed all such intentions, aud haye 
shrunk from conspicuous affiliation with those few who 
pursue their fanatical objects avowedly through the contem. 
plated means of revolutionary change of the Governmen, 
and with acceptance of the necessary consequences—3 
civil and servile war—yet many citizens have suffereq 
themselves to be drawn into one evanescent political issye 
of agitation after another, appertaining to the same set 
of opinions, and which subsided as rapidly as they arose 
when it came to be seen, as *it uniformly did, that the 
were incompatible with the compacts of the Constitutiog 


| and the existence of the Union.” 


The President has said, in so many words, 
that the body of the northern people never arro. 
gated for Congress any such power. The Sep. 
ator from Illinois [Mr. TrumBpuLx] asserts that 
the President falsely said that the Supreme Court 
series of 
decisions, declared that Congress had no power 
to legislate upon the subject of slavery in the 
Territories. he President said nothing of that 
sort. The President did say (speaking, as I before 
remarked, of the state of the Union at the time 
of the compromise measures in 1850) this: 

* In the progress of constitutional inquiry and reflection, 
it had now at length come to be seen clearly that Congress 
does not possess constitutional power to impose restrictions 
of this character upon any present or future State of the 
Union. Ina long series of decisions, on the fallest argu- 
ment, and after the most deliberate consideration, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States had finally determined 
this point in every form under which the question could 
arise, whether as affecting public or private rights—in ques- 
tions of the public domain, of religion, of navigation, and 


| of servitude.” 


The President did say that, in his opinion, the 
eighth section of the act of March 6, 1820, which 
the Senator calls the Missouri compromise, was 
null for unconstitutionality; but he did not say that 
the Supreme Court had ever so decided. Is ita 
new thing for a President of the United’ States to 
communicate to Congress his opinion of the con- 


| stitutionality or unconstitutionality of any meas- 


ure? Why, sir, the records which we have are 
full of opinions expressed by Presidents in the 
same circumstances; and certainly no President 
ever took upon himself that responsibility to a 
greater extent than Andrew Jackson. 

The Senator from Illinois was not satisfied 
with that, 
had decided exactly otherwise; and that assertion 
has been reiterated by the Senator from Vermont, 
{Mr. Co.tamer,] and by my colleague, [Mr. 
Wape,} For the sake of reducing this question 
to an exact point, these Senators dave finaliy 
settled on the case of the American Insurance 
Company vs. Canter, reported in 1 Peters, 546. 
It is on that rock they have built their faith; and 
if it shall appear, on a candid examination of 
that case, that it does not warrant anything 
which they have drawn from it, then it seems to 
me these gentlemen must withdraw their oppo- 
sition, and invent some new crusade against 
the President and his political supporters. The 
assertion of the Senator from Illinois was, that 
the court decided in that case, that in exercis- 
ing jurisdiction over the Territories, Congress 
emthoved all the powers of the Federal and of a 
State Government. That is not the language of 
the court; nor has the court uttered any expres- 
sion in relation to this subject. What was the 
case? It is easily stated. A vessel had been 
driven ashore at Key West, in Florida Territory, 
and had been seized as a wreck. The case was 
then brought before, I think, a syndic court, 
with five jurors, according to the Spanish law 
They held an inquest on the vessel, and they 
condemned her as derelict, and ordered her to be 
sold, and the proceeds paid to the salvors, The 
master of the vessel, when he left her on the high 
seas, had abandoned her to the underwriters, to 
wit, the American Insurance Company; and these 
underwriters brought their action of trover 
against the purchaser at that saie,@taiming that 
there was no such legal authority; that this syn- 
dic court was a mere nullity; that it had no admi- 
ralty powers to sit in judgment on a case of 
wreck; and that the whole judicial proceeding 
was void. 

The question came to the Supreme Court for 
determination. Mark you, sir, it wasa question 
of admiralty jurisdiction. If the syndic court 
had jurisdiction in admiralty under the Consti- 
tution, that was an end of the underwriter’s case, 
because that judgment in admiralty being, as we 
say, a judgment in rem, extinguished the right 
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of the | underwriters as well as of the owner. The 











not afterwards be reduced to slavery. What said | 




















jurisdiction of any other State, nor any State be formed by 


2s, but, on 
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e » United States could only be exercised || status or domestic and social condition of the persons dom- smog he a 
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court spoke of it as a case of admiralty. The 


argument made was, that the admiralty jurisdic- | 
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Certain negroes, musicians, )wned in the State 
of Kentucky, had been allowed by their master 

















the court to that? 
“Every State has an undoubted right to determine the 


during the territorial form of government any | 


régulation which it has not the power'to impose 
on a State at the time of its admission, 





| out the conseatot the Legisiatures of the States concerned 





the junction of two or more States or parts of States, with- 


as well as or Congress.’”? ’ 


“ But the whole question upon the ordinance of 1787 and 
the acts of Congress extending it to other territory alter- 


tee : ; ‘ : || wards acquired, was carefully considered in Pollard vs. 
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to come off board, and they finally escaped. An || 2 Ppartof the empire, or sovereign power. Vatt. Law of 


Strader vs. Gra the inance of Jul 
Nations, section 244. This definition shows that the emi- | ( ham) thatthe ordinance: wary 
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action was brought for their value. 





nent domain, although a sovereign power, does not include 





13, 1787, articles of compact and all, became 


question of appeals in Kentucky gave judgment in favor |} all sovereign power, and this explains the sense in which || hugatory and void, as to the State of Ohio, when 
ic court of the master. The case was brought to the |; itis used in this opinion. The geet made between the || she was admitted into the Union; and, of course, 
. Consti- Supreme Court here upon the proposition, that Se ee ae ee te eet neat the same princi le applies to Indiana, Illinois, 
r’s case, these negroes having once been within the juris- |) o¢ the fourth article of which it is declared, that ‘new || Michigan, and Wisconsin. __ 
, as we diction of the State of Ohio,-where slavery was || States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; | These are some of the decisions undoubtedly 
right not allowed, had’ become free, and that they could |] but no new State shall be formed or erected within the || to which the President referred. The Senator 








from Illinois (Mr. Taumsvi.] declares that the | 
Republican party admit the right of a Territory, 
when it is about to form a State government, to 
determine whether it will tolerate or exclude sla- 
very. He agrees tothe decisions of the Supreme 
Court in that respect. I have listened with great 
attention to the remarks of my colleague on this 
and former occasions, but I do not yet know 
whether he agrees or disagrees to that proposition. 
Be that as it may, however, if this be true, what 
becomes of, that ominous paragraph in the plat- 
form of the Republican party of Ohio, reiterated 
in the instructions of the present Ohio Legisla- 
ture, that no more **‘ slave States’’ shall be admitted 
into this Union? What becomes of the loud, 
but as it would now scem entirely delusive, asser- 
tion, that the act of March 6, 1820, consecrated 
Nebraska and Kansas to freedom for all time? 
How can my predecessor (Governor Chase) and 
the other Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Sumner,] not now in his seat, justify their pro- 
nunciamiento against the firs. Kansas-Nebraska 
bill, which did not propose to repeal the act of 
1820, but which merely declared that those Ter- 
ritories should be admitted into the Union with 
or without slavery, as their people might determ- 
ine at the time of their admission as States into 
the Union? 

Sir, it seems to me that this dilemma is very 
palpable. Ether the Republicans do claim that 
Congress shall dictate terms of admission in this 
particular, which the Senator from Illinoisadmits, 
and which the Supreme Court has decided to be 
unconstitutional; or else the Republican orators 
have misled their people into the “elief that the 
Missouri act of 1820 had the character of a per- 
manent regulation; whereas it was temporary, 
and must soon have lost all its effect. 

But all these Senators insist that the doctrines 
of the Republican party must be ascertained from 
its platform. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has never seen any man anywhere who advanced 
the doctrine of the power of Congress to legis- 
late on the subject of slavery within the States. 
The Senator from Massachusetts has seen several 
such, and supposes they amount in all to some 
thousands, he Senator from Illinois says that 
doctrine has been repudiated distinctly in the 
Philadelphia platform. The Senator from Maine | 
says the Republicans disavow all connection | 
with men who profess that doctrine. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. All connection with their | 
principles. 

Mr. PUGH. [accept the qualification. It is 
perfectly immaterial to me. When questioned 
closely, however, he acknowledged that this dis- | 
avowal was not contained in the Philadelphia 
platform; but then he said it was made in alé the 
Republican newspapers. When referred to the 
New York Tribune, however, he admitted that 
all the Republican newspapers did not pursue | 
that course—but only some of them; which, to 
be sure, he doeg not tell us—none that I remem- | 
ber. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I take it that the Senator 
recollects my explanation. It was that a party | 
in making its platform does not undertake to 
assert what it on not hold—what it does not 
agree to—but what are its positive principles; and 
there was no necessity for the Republican party | 
to set forth in detail what doctrines it did not | 
maintain, but only those which it did hold. | 
That party does not deal in negatives. 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me, with all due | 
respect to the Senator, that there is nothing in 
that proposition. The Cincinnati platform is 
full sPeeraletions denying the power of Congress 
to do this, that, and the other. The platform of 
the old Whig party was full of negative resolu- 
tions; and, in fact, there are propositions in the | 
Philadelphia platform of a negative character. | 
A party as much owes it to itself to declare its | 
opinion against a particular measure as for it— | 
against a particular course of legislation and a 
particular claim of power as for it. ! 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does the Cincinnati 
platform disclaim all.connection with the pia 
ciples of those men? Does that deny them: | 

| 
' 





Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Where? 

Mr. PUGH. I will show the gentleman the 
difference between the platforms presently. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not ask for the | 
difference; I ask where the Cincinnati platform | 








| finess; and that the primary object and ulterior design of 
our Federal Government were to secure those rights to all 
| 





distinctly disavows its disbelief in the principles | 
of the ultra-Abolitionists ? | 
Mr. PUGH. It declares that Congress has no 
power to legislate or encroach upon the institu- || 
tion of slavery in the States. That resolution 
is twelve years old. It was proposed probabl 
before 1844; I think perhaps as early as 1836. 
But now, Mr. President, I declare, as my opinion, | 
that the second resolution of the Philadelphia | 
latform, if it has any signification, affirms that | 
ongress can and should refuse to admit any new | 
State into the Union, except upon the condition 
that slavery shall be forever excluded from its 
borders, and furthermore, shall so legislate as to | 





abolish slavery in the States which now tolerate 


} it. I have that resolution before me; I will read 


it: 

2. Resolved, That, with our republican fathers, we hold 
it to be a self evident truth that all men are endowed with 
the inalienable right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap 





persons within its exclusive jurisdiction ; that as our repub- 
lican fathers, when they had abolished slavery in all our 
national territory, ordained that no person should be de- 
prived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of 
law, it becomes our duty to maintain this provision of the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








Constitution against all attempts to violate it, to prevent | 
' 


the establishment of slavery in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States by positive legislation prohibiting its existence | 
therein. And we deny the authority of Congress, of a Ter- 
ritorial Legislature, of any individual or association of indi- 
viduals, to give legal existence to slavery in any Territory 
of the Unsted States while the present Constitution shall be 
maintained.’’ 

Now, if neither Congress, nor a Territorial Le- 
gislature, nor any individual or association, not 
even a ‘convention of delegates to form a State | 
constitution, can give legal e€istence to slavery 
under the Constitution of the United States, as 
here asserted, there certainly can never be = 

| 
| 


| other slaveholding State admitted into the Union. 


¢ Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator will allow 
me, I will call his attention to one of the articles 
of the Philadelphia platform, which reads in this 
way: 

** Resolved, That the maintenance of the principles pro- 
mulgated in the Declaration of Independence, and embodied 
in the Federal Constitution, is essential to the preservation 
of our republican institutions; and that the Federal Con- 
stitution, the rights of the States, and the Union of the 
States, shall be preserved.”’ 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me, with due respect 
to the Senator, that nothing is gained by that | 
suggestion. The question, what are the rights 
of the States, is still to be ascertained. These 
gentlemen profess to be in favor of the Union. 
I do not call in qyestion their devotion to it, but 
certainly during the last summer I wasastonished, 
and I may say [ was ashamed, as an American 
citizen, to hear the proposition made, or reported 
as having been made, by one of the leaders of 
their party—I mean the present Speaker of the 
House of Representatives—that he could look 
forward cimalaneatie to the time when the whole 
of this Union, or rather the domain now contained 
in it, could be consolidated under a central mili- 
tary despotism! If that be the Union, I wish 
none of,it. But I%was about to endeavor to 
deduce an exact proposition from the language 
of this resolution, and, with the permission of 
the Senate, I will state the propositions which it 
seems to me are unavoidable from it. 

1. If neither Congress, nor a Territorial Legis- 
lature, nor any individual or association, not 
even a convention of delegates to form a Sjate 
constitution, can ‘‘ give legal existence to sla- 
very’’underthe Constitution of the United States, 
(as here asserted,) there certainly never can be 
another slaveholding State established or ad- 
mitted, 

2. The resolution does not content itself with 
a denial of the power of Congress to establish 
slavery; but declares that a duly is imposed on 
Congress to prohibit ‘ its existence’? forever in 
the Territories, by virtue of a clause of the Con- 
stitution particularly specified. That clause (the 
fifth amendment) applies to the States and the 
Territowes in equa! degree; and if it imposes the 
duty here asserted in respect to the Territories, 
it can impose no less duty in respect to the 
States. 

That this second resolution was intended to 
have a larger operation than merely to affirm the 

ower of Congress o¥er the Territories—to pro- 
fibit or abolish slavery in them—is evident from 
the fact, that another and separate resolution (the 


third) has been devoted to that subject. Here itis: 











December 10, 


“ That the Constitution confers upon Con 
power over the Territories of the United 








sove rey 
tes for their 


|| government, and that in the exercise of this power jt is 
| both the right andthe duty of Congress to prohibit in ity 


Territories those twin relics of barbarism, polygamy ang 
slavery.”’ 

And the platform expressly invites (resolution 
ninth) the cooperation of those very men whom 
the Senator from Maine says it repels. Let ug 
hear it: 

‘That we invite the affiliation and codperation of the 
men of all parties, however differing from us in other re. 
spects, imsupport of the principles herein declared.” 

If we turn from the platform to the conduct of 
the Republican party, we shall have equal occa. 
sion to be astonished at the declarations which 
have been made. I understand those Senators to 
assert that the Republican party ostentatiously 
disavowed all purpose to interfere with slavery 
in the States. hy, sir, there is no question 
connected with the institution of slavery in the 
States which is of more vital concern, which 
engaged a larger share of the deliberations of 
those who framed the Constitution, than an 
effectual method for the redelivery of fugitives, 
I have before me an act passed on the 6th of April, 
1856, by the Legislature which has reélected my 
colleague to this body, the purpose, the inevitable 
effect of which is to obstruct and defeat the act 
of Congress for the redelivery of fugitive slaves, 
I have heard it stated on this floor that a similar 
statute has been passed at some time or other } 
the Legislature of Vermont. It has been passed 
by the Legislature of Massachusetts, and I believe 
by the Legislature of Michigan, and certainly by 
the Legislature of Wisconsin—bodies which are 
as authorized exponents of the views of the 
— party as the Philadelphia Convention 
itself. 

It may, however, be objected that this fugitive 
slave act is odious. Odious in what Particular? 
Odious, as you all know, because it redelivers 
the fugitive to his master. That is its odious 
feature. Thatit is against which these gentle- 
men protest. I have before me a resolution, 
presented by my colleague at the last session, 
from the present Republican Legislature of Ohio, 
instructing him and me to use our best exertions 
to procure the repeal of that act at the earliest 
practicable moment—not its amendment—not the 
removal of a objectionable details—not its 
reconstruction, but its utter and total repeal, so 
that this clause of the Constitution shall stand 
altogether unsupported by any legislation of the 
Federal Government. I have often before pro- 
pounded the question; I will propound it now, 
probably with no better success than heretofore 
—what fugitive slave law will these Senators agree 
to? Why have they never, in the course of all 
their public career, either as members of this 
body or as members of.the respective State Legis- 
latures, proposed any bill which would suit their 
construction of the Constitution of the United 
States? 

If this persistent refusal in every shape and 
form, by legislation, to carry out an express 
provision of the Constitution—not merely this 
neglect of duty, but this positive attempt to pro- 
hibit and obstruct it—if this be not a direct and 
palpable assault on the relation of slavery within 
the States, I confess myself unable to understand 
the force of phrases in the English language. 
What does the Constitution say? It is perhaps 
refreshing in these times to understand what we 
are required to do. The second section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution provides: 

** No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged 
from any such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on 
= of the party to whom such service or labor may be 

ue. 

And yet, as I have said, the present Legisla- 
ture of Ohio has passed its law arming its local 
courts, its county courts, judges of irresponsible 
degree, its constables, its sheriffs, with the power, 

commanding them, under heavy penalties of 
fne, to wrest from the custody of the marshal 
of the United States a fugitive slave who may be 
taken in obedience to thela h 
sed. That this enactment, and every one like 
it, will be declared to be null and unconstitutional by 
the Supreme Court on final appeal, I have not the 
least doubt; but meanwhile what will be its effect? 
To embroil the neighboring States of Kentucky 
and Virginia with the State of Ohio; to give coun- 


w which Congress has. 


tené 
bee! 
our 
rene 
dis} 
io a 
con 


Ter 


lica 
Ter 
for! 
tha 
ries 
tor! 
con 
adr 
or 
Til 
lis! 


ef 


it ¢ 


dec 


its 


by 


up 
der 
pre 
ere 
the 
no 
001 
for 
fat 


of : 
ano 
law 
anc 
sub 


gre 
wi 
tro 





r 10, 


soverey 

8 for their 
OW eT it ig 
hibit in ity 
‘gamy and 


solution 
n whom 
Let us 


tion of the 
n other re. 
red.’ 
nduct of 
ual occa. 
ns which 
Nators to 
tatiously 
) slavery 
question 
ry in the 
ny which 
ations of 
than an 
fugitives, 
of April, 
ected my 
inevitable 
at the act 
ve slaves, 
a similar 
other by 
en passed 
LI believe 
‘tainly b 
walk an 
's of the 
onvention 


s fugitive 
articular? 
redelivers 
ts odious 
se gentle- 
esolution, 
t session, 
e of Ohio, 
exertions 
ne earliest 
t—not the 
i—not its 
repeal, so 
1all stand 
on of the 
efore pro- 
1 it now, 
heretofore 
\tors agree 
irse of all 
rs of this 
ate Legis- 
suit their 
ne United 


thape and 
n express 
erely this 
pt to pro- 
iret aaa 
‘ry within 
nderstand 
language. 
is perhaps 
1 Shat we 
ion of the 
les: 


g its locai 
esponsible 
the power, 
enalties of 
e marshal 
ho may be 


ngress has. 


ry one like 
tutional by 
ave not the 
» its effect? 
Kentucky 
give coun- 





1966. 


e. - j 
tenance to the ten thousand schemes which have | 


been set on foot to interfere with the property of | 
our neighbors on the southern side of the Ohio; to 


disputes which have done more a thousand-fold | 


| 

° i} 
renew those mobs, those controversies, and those | 
| 


to alienate the South and the North than all the 
controversies which have arisen in respect to the | 


Territories. 
The Senator from Maine says that the Repub- | 
licans only object to the extension of slavery into 
} 


Territories ‘* now free.’’? The Philadelphia plat- | 
form contains no such qualification; but declares | 
that slavery is to be excluded from all Territo- | 
ries. The platform denies the power of a Terri- | 
torial Legislature, or even of a constitutional | 
convention, when the Territory is on the eve of 
admission as a State into the Union, to establish 
or otherwise tolerate slavery. The Senator from 
Illinois affirms that such a convention can estab- 
lish it; and so im effect the Supreme Court has 
repeatedly decided. sie i 

he platform contradicts itself; for whereas | 
it declares that Congress cannot establish, but | 
must prohibit slavery in the Territories, it also | 
declares that Congress has been clothed with 
sovereign power’’ over them (the Territories) | 
by the Constitution, 

In fact, sir, the right of Congress to legislate 
upon the subject of slavery in the Territories is 
derived by the Senator from Vermont from this | 
pretense of sovereign power in Congress. Sov- 
ereign power! Whence is it derived? Not from 
the Constitution of the United States. There is 
no such phrase in it—no clause from which any 
power of that description could reasonably be in- 
ferred. What is sovereign power? Here is old 
father Blackstone’s definition: 


‘‘ Legislature, as was before observed, is the greatest act | 


of superiority that can be exercised by one being over 
another. Wherefore it is requisite to the very essence of a 
law, that it be made by the supreme power. 
and legislature are, indeed, convertible terms , one cannot 
subsist without the other.’? 


If gentlemen merely mean to declare that Con- | 
gress has power to set on foot, to establish, and | 


within the limitations of the Constitution to con- 


trol a territorial govérnment, I have no objection | 


he ex- | 
ression ‘sovereign power’’ is used in the | 


| 
| 


to that; but this is not the meaning. 


hiladelphia — to imply a right to bind, 
absolutely and arbitrarily, against their will, the 
inhabitants of the Territories. In other words, 
it is the power which is claimed far the English 
Parliament. Blackstone (1 Black. Com., 160) 
declares, thatin England Parliament is the sover- 
eign power. He goes on: 


“The power and jurisdiction of Parliament, says Sir 
Edward Coke, is so transcendent and absolute, that it can- 


bounds.”’ 


That is what is claimed in the Philadelphia 
platform for Congress, as respects the Terri- 
tories. . 


“ And of this high court he adds: It may be truly said: 
* Si antiquitatem spectes, est vetustissima; si dignitatem, 
est honoratissima; si jurisdictionem est capacissima.’ It 
hath sovereign and uncontrollable authority in the making, 
confirming, enlarging, restraining, abrogating, repealing. 
reviving, and expounding of law8, concerning matters of 
all possible denominations, ecclesiastical or temporal, civil, 
military, maritime, or criminal—this being the place where 
that absolute despotic power, which must in all Govern- 
ments reside somewhere, is intrusted by the constitution of 
these kingdoms. All mischiefs and grievances, operations 
and remedies, that transcend the ordinary course of the 
laws, are within the reach of this extraordinary tribunal. 
It can regulate or new model the succession to the crown, 
as was done in the reign of Henry VIII. and William III. 
It can alter the established religion of the land, as was 
done in a variety of instances in the reigns of King Henry 
VII. and his three children. It can change and create afresh 
even the constitution of the kingdom, and of Parliaments 
themselves, as was done by the act of union, and the 
several statutes for triennial and septennial elections. It 
can, in short, 'o everything that is not naturally impossi- 
ble; and, therefore, some have not scrupled to call its 
Eos by a figure rather too bold, the omnipotence of Par- 
lament. True it is that what the Parliament doth, no 
authority on earth can undo.’ 


Mr. Christian adds in a note: 


“The omnipotence of Parliament signifies nothing more 
than the supfeme sovereign power of the State, ora power 
of action uncontrolled by any superior.” 

The assertion is, that the Constitution has con- 
ferred upon Congress sovereign, that is to say, 
arbitrary, unlimited, absolute power over the 
citizens of the United States inhabiting the Terri- 
tories. This claim of ‘‘ sovereign power’’ in 


over the Territories eannot be derived || absolute power of Parliament to bind America,’’ 


Sovereignty | 


| 





! 
not be confined, either for causes or persons, within any 


| 
| 
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from the Constitution. It is copied, almost liter- 
ally, from the acts and resolutions of the British | 
Parliament and the speeches of British ministers | 
in the days of George Ill. That Parliament || 
claimed ‘‘ sovereign power’’ over the thirteen || 
American Colonies. Charles Townshend said, || 


in the House of Commons, May 13, 1767: 
“It became Parliament not to engage in controversy | 
with its Colonies, but to assert its sovereignty.” 


It is urged, sometimes, that Congress should | 
govern the Territories as an absolute sovereign, 
because the territorial organizations are main- 
tained, to a limited extent, by the Federal rev- || 
enue. Theanswer (and a conclusive one) is, tha || 
the Government of the United States owns an 
immense public domain in the Territories, and 
prefers to charge itself with a portion of the 
territorial expenses rather than to pay its reason- 


75 


| William Pitt, the elder, moved to leave out the 


claim of right in all cases whatSoever. The his 
torian says: 

“ The amendment was rejected, and henceforward Amer 
ica would have to resist, in the Parliament of England, ar 
France in its King, a claim of absolute, ‘rresponsible, legis 
lative power.”—5 Bancroft, p. 444. 

And on March 7, 1766, in the House of Lords, 
Camden—immortal name! —thus delivered his 
sentiments: 


* The declaratory bill now lying on your table is absa@lutely 
illegal; contrary to the fundamental laws of this Constitu- 


| tion—a Constitution grounded on the eternal and immuta- 


ble laws of nature—a Constitution whose foundation and 
center is liberty-—which sends liberty to every subject that 
is, or may happen to be, within any part of its ample cir- 
cumference. Nor, my lords, is the doctrine new; it was 
as old as the eel it grew up with it; indeed, it 
is its support; taxation and representation are inseparably 
united; God hath joined them ; no British Parliament can 
separate them; to endeavor to do it is to stab our very 





able share of taxes as a landed proprietor. 
But the same argument exactly was employed 
support of thesclaim for sovereign power in 
arliament over the American Colonies: 

«Our interests (it was said) are sacrificed to their inter- 
ests; we are to pay infinite taxes, and they none ; we are || 
to be burdened that they may be eased.’’—Bancroft’s || 
United States, vol. 6, p. 64. | 

The third resolution of the Philadelphia plat- || 
form finds its original in the resolution pret | 
by the Duke of Grafton, in the British 
Peers, February 3, 1766: 

* That the King in Parliament has full power to bind | 
the Colonies and people of America in all cases whatso- 
ever.”’ | 

Listening to the speech of the Senator from 
Vermont yesterday, I was reminded of the famous 
debate upon this resolution. Senators on the 
other side will find their speeches aptly counter- 
feited, or rather anticipated, by one or another 
of King George’s supporters. | 

Lord Lyttelton said: 

**1f you exemptthe American Cclonies from one statute 
or law, you make them independent communities. If | 
opinions of this weight are to be taken up and argued upon, 
through mistake or timidity, we shall have Lycurguses and 
Solons in every coffee-house, tavern, and gin-shop in Lon- 
don.’’— Bancroft, vol. 5, p. 402. 

It was extremely distasteful to his lordship that 
common people, ‘‘ squatters,’’ ‘* border ruffians,”’ 
and the like, should presume to discuss political 
questions, or even to understand their own inter- 
ests, much less to decide the nature and character 
of their own institutions. The Chancellor, Lord 
Northington, said: 

* 1 cannot sit silent, upon doctrines being laid down so 
new, so unmaintainable, and so unconstitutional. In every 
State there must be a supreme dominion; every Govern- 
ment can arbitrarily impose laws on all itS subjects, by 
which all are bound; and resistance to laws that are even 
contrary to the benefit and safety of the whole is at the 
risk of life and fortune.”*—Ihid., p. 404. 

Our historian (Bancroft) remarks in this con- | 
nection that 
** Benjamin Franklin stood listening below the bar, while 
the highest judicial magistrate of Great Britain was assert- | 
ing the absolute, unconditional dependence of the Colonies | 


on Parliament, and advising radical changes in their con- 
stituuions.”? . | 


Lord Mansfield also delivered his opinion: 1 


** The colunists, by the condition on which they migrated, 
settled, and now exist, are more emphatically subjects of 
Great Britain than those within the realm; and the British 
Legislature have, in every instance, exercised their right of 
legislation over them without any dispute or question, till | 
the fourteeuth of January last.”’ 

As it has been asserted on this floor, that the | 
citizens of your State, Mr. President, and of mine 
owe but a limited degree of allegiance to this 
Government, but that when they have passed | 
beyond our borders into the Territories they | 
become subject to this absolute and uncontrollable | 
authority of Congress; and | was reminded of | 


Lord Mansfield by the air of unconcern, or rather | 


Louse of || 


|| despotism not to be endured. 


vitals. My position is this—I repeat it—I will maintain it 
to my last hour—taxation and representation are insepara- 
bie. Whatever is a man’s own is absolutely his own; no 
man hath a right to take it from him without his consent, 
either expressed by himself or his representative ; whoever 
attempts to do it attempts an injury ; whoeyer does it com 


| mits a robbery.”’ 


Our colonial ancestors agreed with Pitt and 
Camden. For what did Washington, Adams, 
Jefferson, Hancock, and their illustrious associ- 
ates, appeal to arms? I will tell you: because the 
| people of the colonies had no representation in Par- 
| liament, and for a legislature to exercise absolute 
authority-—‘* sovereign power’’ over acommunity thus 
deprived of all influence in its deliberation—was a 
(Bancroft, vol. 5, p. 
| 441.) Here is what was said by a distinguished 
Virginian of that day, Richard Bland, in the 
Virginia House of Delegates: 

** The Colonies are not represented in Parliament; con- 
sequently no new law made without the concurrence of 
their representatives can bind them; every act of Parlia 
ment that imposes internal taxes upon the Colonies is an 
act of power, and nota right; and power abstracted from 
right cannot give a just title to dominion.”’ 

Our fathers spoke for themselves on this sub- 
ject. They published to the world not such a 
crafty instrument as the Senator from Vermont 
yesterday attempted to draw; but a plain and 
distinct declaration of the causes which impelled 
them to throw off tneir allegiance to the British 
_crown. They arraigned King George upon spe- 
cific accusations. Here is one of them: 

**He has combined with others’? (the English Parlia- 
ment] “to subject us to a jurisdiction foreign to our Con- 
stitution, and unacknowledged by our laws—giving his as- 
sent to their acts of pretended legislation.” 

Here are some of these ‘‘ acts of pretended 
| lexielation”’ specified: 
| or abolishing the free system of English laws in a 
neighboring province,’’ [Canada] *‘ establishing therein an 
arbitrary Government, and enlarging its boundaries, so as 
to render it at once an example and fit Mistrument for in- 
| troducing the same absolute rule into these Colonies.”’ * * 

* For suspending our own Legislatures, and declaring them- 
selves invested with power to legislate for us in all cases 
| whatsoever.”’ 

Our ancestors declared, in the same instru- 
| ment, as a fundamental proposition, that all Gov- 
| ernments derive ‘* their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed.”’ 

| Now,sir, the inhabitants of the Territories are 
| not represented in Congress; and yet the Repub- 
lican platform declares that Congress shal! exer- 
cise absolute, ‘* sovereign,’’ arbitrary pores over 
| them. Yet my colleague says that the Repub- 
| lican party bases itself upod the Declaration of 
| Independence! 

| My colleague declares that it is not because 
| slavery is inhuman, or immoral, that he will vote 
| for an act of Congress to restrain its extension. 
| Not at all; but only because it is inexpedient. 

Well, then, he has the less excuse for an unau- 
thorized intervention—an assumption of power 








of self-complacency, with which the Sefatorfrom || not delegated to Congress by the Constitution. 


Vermont assured us yesterday, that this power 
of Congress over the Territories had never been 
questioned until within a few years. He was 
iike Lord Mansfield, who was amazed at the im- 
—— of new propositions. 
tim that the power of Parliament had never been 
denied; and, like the Senator from Vermont, he 


| 
scorned to argue such a question. 


But, sir; there were men even in those days 


imbued with the spirit of public liberty, to || and he will have no more such 
On the 7th of |; Union. 
March, 1766, in the House of Commons, * on | 


denounce all such doctrines. 


the third reading of the bill declaratory of the 


It was enough for | 


|| One might almost be pardoned for adopting such 
‘| a course in order to restrain inhumanity or im- 
|| morality; but when it comes to a mere question 
'| of expediency, and nothing else, there can be no 
justification. 

The Senator from Maine would have slavery 
prokeeee Soca anes by act of Congress, 
| because that institution (as he claims) has weak- 
| ened the States in which it is alread 


established, 
jtates in the 
And yet he admits that what Congress 
cannot do directly it ought not to attempt indi- 

rectly; and admits, also, that Congress has no 
power to dictate whether slavery shall or shall 
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not exist within g State, Ts it possible for any 


man to involve himself in a more palpable con- 
wactouon than this? 

The Senator from Vermont avows, openly, 
that the object of prohibiting African slavery in 
the ‘Territories by act of Congress is to prevent 


iis ever being established by the people when 
those Territories come to be admitted as States; 
and yet that Senator and the Senator from Maine 
abuse the President for his conclusion, that the 
prohibition of slavery in the.Territories by act 
of Congress is but a scheme for dictating, indi- 
rectly, the domestic institutions of the new States. 

The Senator from Vermont also asserted that 
the people of the northern States cannot live in 
relations of domestic peace and quiet in the same 
community with people of the southern States, 
My friend from Mississippi [Mr. Apams] at- 
tempted to set him right yesterday, but as he did 
not liave a fair opportunity to doso, I would like 
to call the attention of the Senate and of the 
country to the fact, that there are nearly half a 
million more people born in the northern States 
now actually residents—not temporary or tran- 
sient persons, but actually residents—in slave- 


holding States, than there are of persons born | 
in slaveholding States résiding in the northern | 


States. It appears from the census returns of 
1850, that 
** No less than seven hundred and twenty-six thousand 


four hundred and fitty were living in slaveholding States 
who were natives of non-slaveholding States, and two 


hundred and thirty two thousand one hundred and twelve | 


persons living in non slaveholding States who were natives 
of siaveholding States.”’ 

It seems we have a greater proclivity to emi- 
grate than our friends on the other side of the 
ine. 


Mr. President, it has been charged in the course | 


of this discussion, that the Demoeratic party in 
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| opinion, is nothing at all. 





“They have asserted the constitutional equality of etch 
and all of the States of the Union as States; they have 
affirmed the constitutional equality of each and all of the 
citizens of the United States as citizens, whatever their 
religion, Wherever Lheir birth, or their residence; they have 
maintained the inviolability of the constitutional rights of 
the different sections of the Union, and they have pro- 
claimed their devoted and unalterable attachment to the 
Union and the Constitution, as objects of interest superior 
to all subjects of local or sectional controversy, as the safe- 
guard of the rights of all, as the spiritand the essence of the 
liberty, peace, and greatness of the Republic.”?— - 

The question to which the Senator from Illi- 
nois adverts did not enter into the issue; nor is 
it of the least consequence. What a Territorial 

@evislature can do, or cannot do, in respect of 
slavery, is no question for us. If it should ex- 
clude slavery, or tolerate slavery, whichever you 
please, the man who wishes to contest its power, 
one way or another, can betake himself to the 
judicial tribunals and have his case decided. The 
issue is not whata Territorial Legislature can do; 
the issue is what Congress canelo; and that, inm 


If Congress will leave this whole question to 
the inhabitants of the several Territories, to be 
deeided in each case without its intervention, and 
when, and as the inhabitants may choose, or may 
be able, to decide it, we shalihave no further oc- 
casion of controversy and schism. And Con- 
gress must do that, or the Union will totter to 
destruction. 

I do not declare this in a factious spirit; I ex- 
press only the deliberate convictions of my judg- 
ment; and | express them not in anger, but in 


| sorrow. 


It is also charged that the Democratic party 


| has not dared, in some of the northern States, to 
| defend the principles and policy of the Kansas- 


| Nebraska act. 


the northern States avoided the real issue during | 


W hat was the real 
The Senator from Illinois says it was, 


the late presidential canvass. 
issue? 


whether a Territorial Legislature has or has not | 


power to abolish slavery? I find no such issue 


propounded in cither the Republican or the Dem- | 


ocratic platform. "Wee former declares, to be 
sure, that a Territorial Legislature cannot estab- 
lish slavery, but fails to declare whether it can or 
cannot exclude it. I find that the Republican 
platform asserts an absolute power in Congress 


Democratic platform, 
1 find the Republican platform insisting upon 
legislation by Congress to exclude slavery from 


all the Territories of the United States; I find in | 


the Democratic platform a declaration that Con- 
gress has no qn 1ority, under the Constitution, 
to enact such laws. 

I find in the Republican platform a substantial 
assertion of the power of Congress to ** prevent”’ 
slavery within the States; I find that repudiated, 
in the strongest terms, by the Democratic plat- 
form. 

Lastly, sir, I find in the Republican platform 
an exhortation to the disunionists—whom the 
Senator from New Hampshire has never seen, 


but whom the Senator from Massachusetts has | 
seen, and now denounces, and whom the Senator | 


from Maine denounces also, whether he has seen 
them or not—an exhortation to these and all 
other factionists, of every sort and hue, 
* Black spirits and white, 
Red spirits and grey,”’ 


to join a crusade to be prosecuted against the 


southern States; and, upon the other hand, I find | 


in the Democratic platform an earnést appeal, 
both to the southern States and the northern 
States, by all they have attained and all they can 
hope, by the meniories of our heroic age, by the 
argument of ancient concord, by the adjuration 


of a common ancestry, a common history, a_ 


\| last. 


| 


} 
| 


1 should not allude to this at all 
but for a statement in the Globe newspaper yes- 
terday, purporting to have been made by two 
of the Representatives from Ohio in the other 
House of Congress. I refer to it, of course, as a 
statement in a newspaper, not as a speech. IL 
have great personal regard for those gentlemen, 
and do not betieve they would intentionally mis- 
represent the positions of their political oppo- 


| nents; nor can I undertake, at this late hour, to 
_controvert the various details which they have 


related. The Democratic party of Ohio will be 


| defended in that House at the next session by its 


| have 


5 : || own able and gallant champions. 
over the Territories: I find that denied in the || tho present, s declare oar I do not know a 


Suffice it, for 


Democrat in the State—and my acquaintance is 
an extensive one—who dissents from the prin- 
ciples expressed in the Cincinnati platform and 
Sabadeed in the Kansas-Nebraska bill. There 
may be such a man: [ cannot say that there is 
none such; but I can say, and will say, that I 
not been able to find him. In all the 
speeches which I heard, and upon all the ban- 
ners which I saw, during the late canvass, there 


| was no sentiment I should hesitate to affirm in 


| issue if we had chosen. 


this presence, or before the Union at large. 
Why, sir, we equid not have avoided that 
i Besides the Cincinnati 
platform,which was printed in all the newspapers, 
and was the theme of incessant discourse, there 
is the platform of the Democratic State Conven- 
tion, which assembled at Columbus in January 
It declared ; 
‘‘That slavery is a domestfe institution, and that Con- 


gress has neither the power to legislate it into any Terri- 
tory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the 


|| people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their 


common glory, and a common destiny, to rise || 
above the squabbles of sectionalism, the arts of || 
demagogues, and all the cant of these distempered || 


times, that they, roGetuer, in Union and in 
peace, may ran their great careers, and fill the 
world with fame. 

The issue thus joined by the two parties in 
their platforms has gone to the country; and upon 
it, after much argument and deliberation, the 
country has pronounced a final verdict, 


The President has clearly interpreted that ver-, 


dict in one admirable sentence: 


domestic institutions in theirown way, subject only to the 
Constitution of the United States.”’ 


That is the very language of the Nebraska bill. 
The resolutions of the Democratic State Conven- 
tion continue: 


“That the right of the people of each particular State 
and Territory to establish their own constitution or form 
of government, to choose apd regulate their own domestic 
institutions of every kind, and to legislate for themselves, 
is a fundamental principle of all free government ; and that 
itis the self same right to secure which our ancestors 
waged the war of the Revolution—a right lying at the very 
foundation of all our free institutions, recogvized in the 


|| Declaration of Independence, and established by the Con- 





Stitution of the United States ; and we hereby indorse and 


| reaffirm this now disputed principle.” 


| 
| 


These resolutions only assert what the Dem- 
ocratic State Convention of Ohio asserted in Jan- 
uary, 1848, upon the issue as then presented. 
Afier expressing the opposition of the entire 
**people’’ of Ohio, without any distinction of 
parties, to the inStitution of slavery, ‘as an evil, 










LE 





December 10, 


and unfavorable to the development of the spirit 


and practical benefits of free institutions,’ th, 


| Convention declared: 


“ But be it further resolved, That the Democracy of Ohio 
do, at the same time, fully recognize the doctrine held y 
by the early fathers of the Republic, and still maintaineg 
by the Democratic party in all the States, that to each State 


| belongs the right to adopt and modify its own municipa} 


| laws, to regulate its own internal affairs,to hold and m 


| every State, and that upon these rights the National | 


: 8 ain. 
tain an equal and independent sovereignty with each ad 


. . sCTis. 
lature can neither legislate nor encroach.’’ e 


The resolutions of 1856 are but ati amplifica. 


| tion of these. 








| 
} 
| 
| 


| 


i 
i 


| 
| 


I might complain, on the other hand, if it wera 
worth while, against the course of our opponents, 
We were charged, and are to this day, with de. 
siring, and in fact designing, to extend the insti. 
tution of slavery into Territories where it does 
not now exist. The only pretext upon which 
this accusation could be founded at all is, that we 
refuse to vote for any act of Congress to prevent 
its extension. Well, sir, we believe that Cop. 
gress has no constitutional authority to pass an 
act of this description; and that, as it is for the 
inhabitants of each State, new and old, to exclude 
or admit slavery at discretion, Congfess dught 
not to usurp their rights and privileges as Amer. 
ican citizens during the territorial form of govy- 
ernment. To charge us with desiring or pro- 
moting the extension of slavery because we can- 
not vote for a congressional prohibition, is quite 


| as illogical and absurd as the accusation, made 


three or four years ago, that we Were in favor of 


| intemperance, vice, and crime, because we would 


not vote for a law to imprison every man who 
drank a mouthful of ardent spirits or a glass of 
wine. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] is 
perfectly welcome to his opinion as to the effect 


| of the Constitution upon the territorial organiza- 


tion. Iam neither called upon to agree nor dis- 
agree to it, because that question, as I have said, 
never can come before us, as we have disclaimed 
in the Nebraska bill all jurisdiction on the pa°* 
of Congress over the subject. I am no more 
bound to enter my dissent, or to engage in any 
controversy with him on those questions, than if 
he should declare that, in his opinion, Indian corn 
could be cut with more advantage by the labor 
of African slaves than the labor of hired men, in 
mon opinion I should certainly disagree with 
im, 

I said, sir, that the country had decided between 
the Republican and Democratic parties. My own 
State, which I love and cherish with all the affec- 
tion of a son, did not give her electoral votes for 
Mr. Buchanan; but 170,903 of her patriotic, hon- 
est, and industrious citizens indicated him as their 
preference. Colonel Frémont-received 187,497 
votes,and Mr. Fillmore 28,125 votes. This, prac- 


‘tically, is a drawn battle; and yet the Senators 


from New Hampshire and Illinois talk to me of 
the ** overwhelming sentiment’’ of Ohio in favor 
of the Republican party and its candidate. | 
have discovered no such sentiment in my neigh- 
borhood: One fact, at least, is beyond question- 
ing. I shall have eight, aad etree fv nine, Dem- 
ocratic Representatives from Ohio to assist me in 
the next Congress. Fr 
The Senator from New York postpones the 
further argument of these questions for four 
years, until the next peeadenysl campaign; and 
my colleague, as well as the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, is perfectly confident that they will 
be undoubtedly successful upon that occasion. 
We have heard all this before. I believe that 
my colleague prophesied one hundred thousand 
majority in Ohio for Colonel Frémont; at least if 
he did not, one of his political friends promised 
as much in a speech at the Philadelphia Conven- 
tion. The Senator from Massachusetts was not 
only certain of his success, as he told us during 
the last session of Congress upon that subject, 
but he assured us upon one occasion, if I remem- 
ber rightly, that the Republican party would have 
a majority in the Senate somewhere about the 
first of January next. My impression is, that m 
a dialogue between the Senator from California 
and myself that occurred. Thathe did prophesy 
on every occasion when he took the floor is in- 
disputable. Siry they did not frighten us then 
with all the accessories which were calculated to 
prevent a fair consideration of this question in 
the minds of the northern people; and I can assure 


18 


thos 
shal 
pow 
KF 
I de 
whi 
will 
man 
peo} 
OF 1 
witl 
the | 
devé 
and 
fron 
the 
pro 
whi 
aml 
lifts 
met 
to | 
8 rh 
' N 
refe 
I de 
I sh 
Iu 
Mic 
will 
to h 
to-n 
N 
I de 
bee! 
aris 
Iu 
Cor 
desi 
Ohi 
nov 
to f 
tion 
N 
to § 
topi 
In 
jou 
7 
adj 


Se 


in ( 
of ( 
to t 
the 
wit 
and 


Ale 
Pre 


STE 
8 


no} 





r 10, 
———— 
the Spirit 
ns,” the 


acy Of Ohio 
ine held up 
Maintained 
each State 

Municipal 
| and main. 
1 €ach and 
onal Legis. 


umplifica. 


if it were 
9ponents, 
with de. 
the insti. 
re it does 
on which 
s, that we 
o prevent 
that Con. 
D Pass an 
is for the 
0 exclude 
eSs Ought 
as Amer. 
n of gov- 
> or pro- 
e€ we can- 
1, iS quite 
ion, made 
1 favor of 
we would 
man who 
a glass of 


Aason] is 
the effect 
organiza- 
e nor dis- 
have said, 
lisclaimed 
1 the pa 

no more 
we in any 
1s, than if 
idian corn 
the labor 
1d men, in 
igree with 


d between 
_ My own 
| the affec- 
l votes for 
iotic, hon- 
im as their 
d 187,497 
This, prac- 
» Senators 
x to me of 
io in favor 
didate. I 
my neigh- 
1 question- 
nine, Dem- 
Ssist me in 


tpones the 
3 for four 
paign; and 
rom Mas- 
, they will 
} occasion. 
elieve that 
| thousand 
; at least if 
; promised 
ia Conven- 
tts was not 

us during 
at subject, 
f I remem- 
would have 
about the 
1 is, that in 
California 
i prophesy 
floor is in- 
m us then 
leulated to 
juestion in 
can assure 





1856. 


OO aoa 





-—_—— 


se 
—_ be as ready to beat them then as we have | 


oe 


pow. . 
"For my own part, Mr. President and Senators, 


I desire and hope that the sectional contest in 
h we have indulged for almost three years 
be hushed and forgotten. There are 
many topics of vital interest to the American 
people, and to the world, reJated in this message. 
Of vital interest as connected with foreign affairs, 
with commerce, and arts, aud agriculture, with 
the colonization of our Pacific domain, with the 
development of our mighty physical resources 
and untamed spirit of enterprise, Let us turn 
from the constant jealousies of the North toward 
the South, and the South toward the North, to 
sroceed in that path of national achievement 
which now invites our care, and challenges our 
ambition—as the imperial bird of the Republic 
lifts his proud pihions to soar above the defile- 
ments of eagh, and the midway clouds, in order 
to bask in the undimmed glory of the central 
sphere. : 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I have been 
referred to in this debate by many Senators, and 
I desire to address the Senate upon the subject. 
I should prefer, however, to go on to-morrow. 
I understand that the venerable Senator from 
Michigan wishes to address the Senate, and is 
willing to proceed at this time. I yield the floor 
to him with the understanding thas I may go on 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. I have not much to say. All that 
I desire is to say something on a topie which has 
been very well touched by the Senator from Ohio, 
arising out of a claim made by the Senator from 
I\linois in respect to a decision of the Supreme 
Court. | desired to examine that matter, but my 
design has been superseded by the Senator from 
Ohio. If the Senate will listen to me I can say 
now what | have to say; but if the Senate prefer 
to postpone it until to-morrow, I have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator is not prepared 
to go on at this time, I think we ought, on a 
topic of this kind, to allow him until to-morrow. 
I move, therefore, that the Senate do now ad- | 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 
adjourned, 


whic 
will soon 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, December 10, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Th@Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. || 


The SPEAKER stated that the question first 


in order was upon the motion of Mr. Campse t, | 


of Ohio, that the President’s message be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and that ten thousand copies thercof, 


| will 
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Senators, that if this contest must come, we | 


out of health, ona apnea the. House deine that | 


this matter shall be disposed of to-day, I should 
be much gratified with a brief postponement of 
the subject. 
is in a condition to enter™upon the regular busi- 
ness of the session or not, but if consistent, I 
desire to have the matter postponed until the day 
after to-morrow. Unless objection is made, 
submit a motion to that effect. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I 


not be done. 


trust that 


| desire to go on, I have a few remarks I desire to 


| tlemen who have thus far spoken. 


submit. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to be frank with 
I had no thought in addressing the House of 
following up the line of debate pursued by gen- 
It was my 
desire to call the attention of the House, and 


| through it, the attention of the country, to that 


| . - . . 
\Portion of the President’s message referring to 


| 


| 
|; Lam not well enough to go on to-day. 


our relations with the Central American States. 
1 could 
not do justice to myself or to the subject. If I 


~s to the request of the gentleman from Maine, 


believe, from the strong vote given by the 
House yesterday on a call for the previous ques- 


1 do not know whether the House? 


If the gentleman does not | 


| the gentleman from Maine, and with the House. | 


| tion, that when that motion is submitted again it | 


will be sustained, and in all likelihood 1 may lose 


| my chance to express my opinions upon the sub- | 








with the accompanying documents, be printed; | 


and that upon that motion the gentleman. from 
Alabama [Mr. Wacker] was entitled to the floor. 


A message in writing was received from the | 


President of the United States, by SipNey Wes- 
ster, his Private Secretary. 
SECURITY OF PASSENGERS ON VESSELS 
PROPELLED BY STEAM. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House that House bill No. 


92, further to amend an act to provide for the better | 


security of the lives of 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes, which was made the 
special order for the 3d of this month, be further 
postponed, and made a special order for one week 


assengers on board of | 


from to-day. The House is not in a situation to | 


take it up this morning. 
_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
it postponed ? 


which day is now passed. 


he SPEAKER. To the 3d day of December, | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then it does not 
come up to-day, does it? 
The SPEAKER. It does not. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I object. 
Let it take its chance on the Calendar. 
THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
Mr. WALKER. Iam, Mr. Speaker, entitled 


to the floor this. morning, but I fear that I have 
not strength enough to speak to-day. Lam much 


To what day was | 


| 
i 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 





ject to which I have referred. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I would say to the gentle~- 
man from Alabama, that if he does nat feel able 


fectly willing to say that he shall have the floor 


| 


GLOBE. 





| heat of an acrimonious contest upon the slavery 
quae. We have met again just after a presi- 





ential election; and, even while we are counting 
the regiments which were cut down, and the ban- 
ners which have fallen in the fight, we have in 


both Houses its renewal sprung upon us. Sprung 


by whom? Say gentlemen on the other side, 
** But for the action upon this side of the Cham- 
ber, and the message of the President, we should 
have had no discussion.’? Whataction,sir? A 
Delegate [Mr. Wuitrie.p} appeared here from 
the Territory of Kansas, with the seal of the 


| Governor of that Territory affixed ( his creden- 


tials, to take his seat. Dig any member, when 
he came here, have any better title? What did 
the Delegate ask but that this prima facie exhi- 
bition, to have the oath administered to him? 
Yet what was done? The Delegate from the 
Territory of Kansas, with the seal of the ‘Terri- 
tory and the Governor’s signature attached to his 
credentials, and asking only to have the oath of 
office administered to him, was opposed in his 
right by the other side of the Chamber. Ele was 


| opposed, though he presented himself witha prima 


|| facie right to a seat in this House. 


If that did 
not cause the discussion, then what did? The 
President was called upon by the Constitution to 


send an annual message to Congress, and he did 


|| other time. 
to go on, but yields the floor, 1, for one, am per- | 


on ‘Vhursday or Friday; and I presume that || 
other gentlemen on this side of the House are | 


ready to say the same. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I wish to suggest 


to the gentleman from Alabama that the day after || 


| to-morrow is Friday, aday dedicated to the consid- 
eration of private bills, and I am opposed to any | 


interruption of that business. - 


Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose that, with an un- | 


derstanding in accordance with the suggestion of | 


the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] my 
colleague might yield the floor, and would be 
permitted to proceed hereafter. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentle- | 


man postpone it until Monday ? 
Mr. WALKER, 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


but with the understanding indicated by the gen- || 


tleman from Ohio, I suppose my colleague would 


| breadth, in its height and in its depth, as the 


i} 


| 


Until Monday or Tuesday. || 
Without a postponement, || Arabia, he might soon learn what were the opin- 


speak—he not being in a condition to carry on the | 


debate. [Cries of ‘* Agreed!’ ‘* Agreed !’’} 


Mr. WALKER. In order to'close this matter, || 
ield the floor, and | 


so that we may go on, I will 


| coat. 
yield the floor to other gentlemen who desire to || 


send it. 

I do not mean, sir, at this time, to enter into 
a discussion of the questions which have been 
brought into this debate. I will do that at an- 
I intend to notice only two points, 
into which the arguments of the Opposition may 
be condensed. Before I do this J will disembar- 
rass the discussion of a preliminary issue. 

The member from Maine (Mr. Wasusvry] 
has spoken of property in slaves. I say here, 
that the right of a southern man to his slaves is 
just as full and complete, in its length and in its 


right to any other kind of property. The sower- 
eign power determines what shall and what shall 
not be property within its own dominions. If a 
man from a sovereign political community, with 
property of any kind recognized and protected 
as such, carries it within the limits of another 
sovereign political community where it is uot 
recognized, then it is not property there, for he 
is subject to the local laws of the latter. HM the 
member from Maine was in the wild deserts of 


ions of the Bedouins as to his property in his 
I lay down the proposition, that all sever- 
eign communities have the’ right to determine 
what is and what is not property in their midst. 


|| The exceptions are those of international law, 


j}run the risk of obtaining the floor hereafter, | 
‘throwing myself upon the courtesy of the House | 


| 
| 
| 





| 


| we 


to obtain the floor on Monday or Tuesday next. 

Mr. PHELPS. _I have a suggestion or two to 
make upon this subject. , We are aff 
have the President’s message and accompanying 


the previous question upon the motion to print, 


\| not for the purpose of precluding discussion upon 


the President’s message, but that an order of the 
House might be made, so that the Committee on 


| Printing might be able to report upon the number 


of extra copies, and that the printer might be 
engaged in printing them, that thereby they 
might be sooner distributed to us. If the Presi- 
dent’s message be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, the debate 
which has been commenced here can be prose- 
cuted in the committee—and indeed that is the 
most appropriate place for it; but I have no 
desire to cut off debate by demanding the pre- 
vious question now. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, then obtained 


the floor, and spoke an hour in opposition to so | 


much of the President’s message as relates to the 


condition of parties in the late canvass and the || 
be considexed, prima facie at least, as property. 


slavery agitation. 
the Appendix, 
Mr. KEITT. If [ were not indisposed to 
share in the striking exhibition of modesty which 
have had from the other side of the Elouse, 
for the last two days, | should say that I disrelish 
this discussion. ‘The aspect of affairs is gloomy 


This speech will be found in 


andominous. We parted here last August ip the 


desirous to || 


| 
| 


where property is driven into the midat of any 
community by stress of weather, &c. 

The member asks, also, how is it that the 
Territorial Legislature shall not be competent to 


| exclude slavery, and yet it may be excluded in 
|| the formation of a State constitution? 


Does he 
or does he not know what is sovereignty? Does 


|| he or does he not know that sovereignty is the 
documents printed as soon as possible, that they |! 


may be laid upon our tables. Yesterday I moved || 


ultimate authority—the power that controls all 
other powers—that from which there is no appeal? 


|| And up to the formation of a State constitution, 
| the Territories are not invested with this power. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Does not the 


|| gentleman hold that a South Carolinian has the 


|| right under the Constitution, the supreme law of 


the land, to take his slave into the Territories? 


| And how is it that that supreme law of the land 
| ceases to operate the very moment the people of 
| a Territory come to form a State constitution ? 


Mr. KEITT. I would ask the member whether 


|| he would cease to hold his horse there under the 


| 
' 


| 


| rectly. 


| Constitution ? 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Yes, if the 


| local laws decided that it was not property. 


Mr. KEITT. Suppose there are no local laws 
there? 

“Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Then I sup- 
pose that what is regarded as property by the 
universal consent of the civilized world would 

Mr. KEtTT. 1 will answer the question di- 
Sovereignty is neither in the Federal 
Government nor in the Territorial Legislature, 


e 
| but it is in the people of the several States. The 
|| Sovereign power 


| 


etermines what is property, 
and the agent to the extent of its trust protects 
it. Sovereignty being in the people of the sere- 
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ra! States, while the Territory is in a condition of 
pupilage, the Federal agent is bound to protect 
whatever is recognized as property by a sover- 
eign State, while the territorial pupilage contin- 
ves This conforms to the nature of sovereignty, 
and the trusteeship of the Federal Government. 
When, however, the soveragnty over the Ter- 
ritory, which is in the people of the several States, 
1s withdrawn by them, and devolved upon the 
inhabitants of the Territory about to form a 
State constitution, the latter, in virtue of their 
sovereignty, can determine what shall be prop- 
erty within their limits. The Federal Govern- 
ment is bound to protect all property in the Terri- 
tories; the States are sovereign within their limits. 
The people of the States recognize what shall be 
property; the Federal agent only protects it to the | 
extent of its delegated powers. The difference 
between a Siate and a Territory is the difference 
between sovereignty and subordination. The mem- 
ber is answered, 

I now come to the two points which have been | 
made in this discussion. ‘The President of the | 
United States is charged with having arraigned | 
the Biack Republican party—first, with intending 
to interfere with the domestic institutions of 
certain States of the Union; and, secondly, with 
having revolutionary objects in view. I beg the 
House to remember that the member from Maine 
said two things: one, that he regarded the insti- || 
tution of slavery as a moral, social, and political 
evil; and the other, that it was a bounden duty 
on their part to destroy # whenever they had the | 
power. ! 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Did not the 
gentieman alsu understand me to say, that I did 
not believe we had the power to interfere with | 
the subject in the States? 

Mr. KEITT. Il willcometothat. The mem- 
ber from Maine and his party oppose the exten- 
sion of slavery into the Territories because they 
saF it is a moral, social, and political evil. Why, 
then, not destroy it in the States? They say 
we have not the power. What comes next? 
‘The erection of free States all over the western | 
continent, until they do get the power. Has he 
not made the declaration that slavery should be || 
destroyed whenever they had the power? Is it 
not, then, their design to erect free States, one | 
after another, until they secure that power? And 
when they possess that power, are they not bound, | 
by their own declarations, to destroy slavery ? 
You are bound to alter the Constitution when you 
have the power, and we already have territory 
enough out of which to form a sufficient number 
of States to give you that power. If youdo not 
do it you are now hypocrites, when you charge 
immorality against the institution, or you will 
then be traitors to your religious convictions. || 
Would not the gentleman alter the Constitution, | 
if he had the power, so as to abolish slavery ? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentleman 
from Maine is disposed to answer the question 
proposed to him; and I will state that while I 
would certainly not object to such a change in 
the Constitution of the United States as should | 
give a power to the Federal Government to do 
what Mr. Jefferson desired to have done, what 
Mr. Madison prayed for, and toaccomplish what 


| tion, and equals they are. 
| posture of affairs? 


| the Republican perry 
| refusing, what did they claim? 


or hereafter, to seek an 


change in the Constitu- 
tion. My position, an 


I believe the position of 


' the people I represent, is, that we will abide by 


the Constitution as it is; that we seek no change; 
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posed to stand committed to any purpose, now | the Continental Congress held to be important, 


that we will insist upon its original construction, | 


as it was put in practice by its original framers. 

Mr. KEITT. That only shows that there is 
a nominal difference of opinion in one particular 
between different members of that party; for if 
slavery be a moral, social, and political wrong, 
they must war against it wherever they Rave the 
power; and now I put the question, whether or 
not, after the declarations of the gentleman from 
Maine; and after the developments made here 


and elsewhere, there can be any doubt about | 


| (Mr. Kerrt]—who has just resumed his sea; 


what is the inevitable tendency of the Republican | 


party? And if that be so, | ask if the President 
is not correct when he says that there is a tend- 
ency in that party to interfere with the domestic 
relations in the States? That, sir, is one point. 
The other point to which exception has been 


taken is, that they are charged by the President | 
A word upon that | 


with being revolutionists. 
point. The several States which framed the 
present Federal Constitution entered the conven- 


| tion which framed that instrument as equals, as 
| equals the delegates were appointed, as equals the || 
| delegates deliberated, as equals they decided, as | 


equals the several States adopted the Constitu- 
Now, sir, what is the 
We of the South claim the 
right to go into the common Territories of the 
United States with our slaves as property. We 
claim the right to take them there as property. 


| The question of political institution comes after- | 


wards—comes whenever the people are ready 
to form a State constitution, and do form it. 
Slavery goes into the Territory as property, and 
not as a political institution. 
to make the Constitution as equals. They claim 


| the right to go into the common territory with a 
| certain kind wf property. 


The law says it is 
property. Gentlemen say it is not eo: 
We claim that we have the right to take slaves 
there as property, and that the Federal Govern- 
ment is bound to protect it. You deny it. 

The South offered to send the question to the 


Supreme Court of the United States—that tribunal | 
| which is established to ees constitutional 


North do? What did 


cases, and what did the 
rdo? 
The right, by a 
numerical majority and at the ballot-box, to de- 
termine what is property. You substituted the 
ballot-box for the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and sought to supersede the Constitution 
by an elective despotism. Youcarried a question 
of judicial decision to the ballot-boxes, and I say 
that you were revolutionary. Therefore, | affirm 


that the President of the United States charged | 


you correctly. 


I said I did not intend at this time to discuss | 


this question. I do not now mean to enter into 
a discussion of the various issues presented here, 
connected with the late presidential election, but 
I intend, at some future period of the session, to 
state very distinctly what I think upon all these 


Slave States aided | 


Why, refused; and in | 


General Scott wished to behold, to wit: the ame- 
lioration of the condition of the slaves, even to 


|| issues, and what I think as to the policy of the | 


; country. 





emancipation, | do not say that if the Govern- 
ment had that power I should deem it wise or 
expedient or just to exercise it at this time or at | 
any time. | 
fr. KEITT. I would ask the gentleman from | 
Maine whether, if he had the power, he would | 
not deem it wise at some future time, and by || 
some progressive gradations, to abolish slavery | 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentleman | 
from Maine is perfectly willing that sound prin- || 
ciples shall prevail, and that the centrai ideas of || 
the Constitution and of the Christian religion || 
aiould have free course, run, and be glorified. | 
Mr. KEITT. The answer of the member from | 
Maine evades the question I have put to him. I |) 
ask him, as a member of the Republican party, || 
and an apostle of liberty—as one who charges 
that the institution of slavery is a moral, social, || 
and political evil, whether or not, if he had the | 
»ower, he would abolish the institution of slavery || 





y progressive gradations, and he has not the || 

or to answer directly. 

Mr. STANTON. For one, I do not feel dis- | 
e 


I}: 


| established by our current political history, that 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, one thing is 


is, that we are destined to continue the agitation 


of the great question which, according to all past |; 


annals, has agitated the world. The rights of man 


are still the themes of discussion. From the time | 


when the barons of England under King John, 
at the point of the sword, extorted from the 


British Crown concessions to the rights of the | 
people, that question has continued to occupy the | 


attention of their descendants. When our Amer- 
ican fathers felt the hand of oppression; when 
they saw that injustice was done to these thirteen 
colonies; when those colonies united in resistance 
to the enforcement of British power; when Amer- 
icans met Englishmen upon the fields of Lexing- 
ton and Concord and Bunker Hill; when Amer- 
ican and British blood flowed together upon 
those battle-fields—the civilized world, the Chris- 
tian world, demanded the cause why men, be- 
lieving in the same religion, speaking the same 
language, trusting in the same God, were thus 
butchering each other upon those fields of a 
conflict, Se was a pertinent inquiry—one whi 


| rights came from our Creator, not from the Pres. 


|! 


} 
| 
| 





Then South Carolina and Massachusetts, Geo,. 
gia and Connecticut, and all of the origing) 
States, counseled together and made answer wii) 
united voice. The reason for going into that seve, 
a struggle was placed in letters of living igh, 
yefore the world, written by the inspired pen of 
Jefferson. Is the member from South Caroling 
prepared to stand by the solemn declarations 
made on that auspicious occasion? The Repub. 
lican party have responded this question; they 
have reaffirmed those ceinsitlien. rhe great, the 
immortal, the heaven-born truths then proclaimed 
that all men are, by their Creator, endowed wit) 
certain inalienable rights—among which are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. These 


ident, nor from Congress, but from the Omnipo. 
tent mind. On this great undying principle they 


based their vindication before the civilized world, lib 
Is the member from South Carolina ready to ces 
stand by them? If he is not present, I ask any stl 
member of the Democratic party, North or South, o8 
whether that party is ready to stand by these 
doctrines? I pause for an answer. I hear no ab 
| reply. But, sir, such is the response which | the 
always get to my well-defined interrogatories, mit 
Men from the South unequivocally deny this no 
truth; men of that party in the North dare not Hi 
speak in the-aflirmative. ‘There they sit. If tri 
they were to answer in the negative they would pa 
| be cast off by their constituents; if in the affirma- tru 
tive they will be repudiated by the South. Thus eq 
they vibrate between heaven and hell, uncertain = to 
| in which they willland. [Laughter.] From my to 
| soul! pity them; I pity any man-who dares not . 
avow honestly the sentiments which God has in- S 
| planted in his bosom. . 
The self-evident truth, that all men are created | 
| with the inalienable right to life, liberty, and the eS 
| pursuit of happiness, was, in the other wing of Fg 
| the Capitol, by a leading member of that party, an 
pronounced to be a ** self-evident lie.” There the In 
| members of the Democratic party sit in silence, y 
| giving their tacit ¢onsent to the correctness of fa 
| this sentiment, which I regard as nothing less hb 
than a libel upon those patriot-fathers around ; 
whose names the glorious recollections of our o 
early history now cluster. In this Hall we had a 
during the last session a long argument from the ui 
| gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,} to the . 
effect that slavery was an institution sanctioned I 
of Heaven, and established by the Almighty. m 
Abraham was referred to as the manifestation of 
the will of God, and declared to be a slaveholder Be 
and a slave-dealer. At the same time another 
| distinguished individual was proclaiming in the ge 
far West, among the mountains of Deseret, r 
that polygamy was also an institution of God, P 
Brigham Young, with his retinue of threescore 
wives, vindicated his doctrines by precisely the ee 
same arguments. He referred to Abraham also. i 
Both he and the gentleman from Georgia, with he 
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great gusto, appealed to the civilized world, say- | 
ing, ** Have we not Abraham to our father?” 

{Laughter.] If Abraham be good authority in é' 
one case he ought to be in the other. 


I refer to this point now to show that the gentle- he. 
man from Georgia insists that God has endowed bis 
the slaveholder with the right to hold his fellow- th 
men in degrading bondage—that he has consigned a 

| one portion of mankind to painful servitude in- it: 
stead of liberty. 

Our fathers, in the Declaration of Independ- M 
ence, laid down their doctrines so plain that the 
wayfaring man cannot err therein. They having 
asserted the right of all men to life, liberty, and Fi 
happiness, the framers of the Constitution took ‘ 
up the subject where the patriots of 76 left it, m 
and ordained in the most explicit language that ki 
**no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or fo 
property, without due process of law.’’ They e 
intended to secure every individual under Federal = 
pevietietien in the rights proclaimed in the Dee- ti 

aration of Independence. There was no exemp- h 
tion of colored men, They said all men, embra- ‘ 
cing the high and the low, the rich and the poor, we 

| men of learning and illiterate men, men of light L 
complexien, of dark complexion, and mixed 
complexion, all who bear the image of God, or m 
whose countenances beam with immortality. ut 
These were all proclaimed, in the Declaration of “s 


Independence, to be endowed with the inalienable 
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*. ae ———————S—— SSS rere 
mr ‘nt to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; | greatly prefer ignorance on this meets than to || memtal truths involved— 

i by the Constitution it was proclaimed that || manifest so much knavery, for whic 
eos person should be deprived of these rights || forgiven. I then desire to know of the gentleman 
|| whether he now wishes to see such a state of 


1 he may be || 


Sir, I desire to call the attention of the House, || things? 


and especially of the member from South Caro- 


} 
| 
jina, {Mr. Kerrr,) who, with such convulsive } to me outside this-all, I will pour out my whole | 
| soul to him. I have nothing to conceal. 


eloquence, has o poset these doctrines, to the 
fact that_he and I have repeatedly sworn at the 
altar of Our country to support and maintain thig | 

* provision of the Constitutidn, And, sir, the || 
whole Republican. party stand, by their oath, | 
pledged to God, td@Christianity, and to tie whole || 
civilized world, that this Constitution, in this as || 
in all other particulars, shall be maintained. The 
Democracy say it shall not be sustained. They 
come right up to the work, and insist that Con- 
gress has no right to enforce this provision of the 
Constitution; that in our Territories men may 
enslave their fellow-men—may rob them of their 
liberty, their property, their lives, without pro- 
cess Of law. We insist that-wherever the Con- 
stitution has exclusive jurisdiction, this portion, 
as well as others, shall be enforced. 

Much has been said, during this discussion, 
about the Republican party. There is one thing 
that 1 wish gentlemen on the other side most defi- 
nitely and distinctly to understand—that I[ stand 
not here to vindicate the character of Jefferson, 
Hancock, Adams, Franklin, and their compa- 
triots of 1776, nor the doctrines of the Republican 
party. Suffice to say, that the high and holy 
truths on which they based their vindication are 
equally sufficient for our vindication. In order 

- to show gentlemen where we stand, I will refer 
to our published creed. It reads: 

“That the maintenance of the principles promulgated in 
the Declaration of Independence, and perpetuated in the: 
Federal Constitution, shall be maintained.”’ 

Now, sir, the great truth, that ‘‘all men are 
endowed by their Creator with the inalienable 
right of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness,’’ was first embodied in the Declaration of 

“Independence, and then transferred to and per- 
petuated in the Constitution; and when our 
fathers ordained by the Constitution that all per- 
sons shal] be secured in the enjoyment of life and 
liberty, we repeat their declaration, we maintain 
their doctrines, seek the same objects, worship 
the same God. ‘There were those in that day 
who denied these doctrines. They denied that | 
all men were entitled to life and liberty; but they 
were denounced as enemies of mankind, and 
traitors to freedom. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Certainly; I say to that 
gentleman, and I say to gentlemen on all sides, 
prepare your questions. Let them be brief, and 
to the point, and they shall be answered. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I ask the 
member from Ohio whether he, on a former 
occasion, ever uttered this language that is here 
attributed to him? I will send it to the Clerk to 
be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“T look forward to the day when there shall be a servile 
insurrection in the South; when the black man, armed 
with British bayonets, and led on by British officers, shall 
assert his freedom, and wage a war of extermination against 
bis master; when the torch of the incendiary shall light up 
the towns and cities of the South, and biot out the last 
vestige of slavery. And though I may not mock at their 
calamity, and laugh when their fear cometh, yet I will hail 
itas the dawn ofa political millennium.” 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi assert that I ever uttered those words? 
Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I ask the 
ntleman whether he ever uttered them, and if 
e did, I ask him whether they are his sentiments 
now? : 
-Mr.GIDDINGS. _I will answer the gentleman 
kindly, for Ido not blame him. I hope God may 
forgive his ignorance, for he has been misled by 
men who ought to have known better. I have 
seen language in letters going forth from this || 








Nall, and various quotations, attributed to me; I 
have seen them quoted by older members, who 
ought to have known better. If J have ever 
uttered such sentiments there is record for it, and | 
lask when and where they were spoken? I have 
no knowledge or recollection of ever having 
uttered such a sentiment. , 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I have to 
say to the gentleman from Ohio, that I would 


| that I abhor—I detest oppression in all its forms. 


what is not true. 


| expense of those who oppress him. Now, I as 


| selves for entertaining these sentiments, when | 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Ifthe gentleman will come 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. 1 desire no 
ersonal intercourse with the member from Ohio. 
ask the member again, whether the sentiments 

I havesread are those that now meet his appro- 
bation? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr.Speaker, I am sorry 
the gentleman from Mississippi does not under- 
stand me better; but it is, perhaps, not strange, | 
for he never has had any personal intercourse 
with me, [laughter,] norI with him. I amsorry 
it is necessary. But I will say to him, and for | 
the benefit of the younger members of the House, 
that no man ever heard me utter a sentiment.nor 


| word that seemed to pray or desire the unneces- 

| sary shedding of human blood. The objects to 

| which I have ever devoted myself have been those | 
| of peace, and not of war. 


These have been my 
sentiments in times past, and they are my senti- | 
ments to-day. But I will say to the gentleman | 


I detest wrong; [hate slavery with an ineffable, 
unconquerable hatred. God hates it. All good 
men hate it. The Republican party hate it. 
{Laughter.] Mankind hateit. ButI have never | 
uttered any sentiment averse to the peace and | 
harmony and good of mankind; and when the 

President, or any other man, says | have, he says 


I will, however, say this, that every human 
being is endowed by God himself with the in- 
alienable rights of li 


prived of it, 1 hope he may regain it, at pol 


my friend from Mississippi, do you believe that 
all men are endowed by the Creator with the 
inalienable right to life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness? Beas frank asI was. My opinion 
is, that God has given the gentleman from Mig- 
sissippi the same right to- life and liberty as he 
has to Franklin Pierce; and I would as soon sce 


liberty and the pursuit of happiness, or his wife 
sold from his arms,as I would the humblest man 
that ever trod the footstool of God. These are 
my sentiments; and I have been pained to see my 
Republican friends stand here and defend them- 


they ought to attack those who deny them. 
What, sir, shall Republicans stand here, and 
excuse and justify themselves for entertaining 
sentiments for the support of which our fathers 
met the hosts of Britain upon a hundred battle- 
fields? 

This right of all men to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness is the first fundamental 
principle—the chief corner-stone, the basis, the 
foundation of the Republican party. On this rock 
we build our political church, and neither the 


and intention of our 


berty and the pursuit of | 
| happiness; and when I see a human being de- | 





a 
ree eer 


: truths upon which we 
base our cause, It is, that in all the Territories 





| over which Congress has jurisdiction, it is our 


duty to establish governments which shall secure 
liberty to all their people, according to the will 
epublican fathers, unless 

deprived of it by due process of law. Every 
man knows what is meant by due process of 
law. Every one is aware that under the Kansas- 
Nebraska act all the laws of the United States, 
not locallygaapplicable, were transferred to those 
Territories. The laws which prohibit and 
yunish murder, which prohibit and punish rob- 
ery and larceny and other crimes, are in force 


| there. All the criminal laws of the United States 


are in force in those Territories. Now, what 
is intended by due process of law is known by 
every intelligent person. When a man commits 
murder or treason he is charged, arrested, in- 
dicted, tried, and if found guilty he must suffer 
the punishment. He then is deprived of life by 
due process of law. If found guilty of robbery 
or arson, he loses his liberty by the s@fie process 
of law, being confined in prison. On this ae 
the Democratic party take issue They insist 
that men may be rightfully enslaved in our Terri- 


| tories without any process of law; that the slave- 


holder in our southern States has the right to take 
his slaves with him into our Territories in spite 
of the Constitution, and in spite of any and ail 


| powers of Congress. Here, then, rests the prin- 


cipal issue now pending between the two great 
parties of our country. e 

Having defined the issues between the parties, 
and laid down the general doctrines of the Repub- 
lican party, I pass to an examination of the Pres- 
ident’s message, assailing that party and its doc- 
|trines. I shall pass over all that part which may 
be regarded merely as declamatory, and come to 
that portion where he makes a distinct assertion, 
and tenders a distinct and well-defined issue; and 
here I call the attention of the member from 
South Carolina [Mr. Krrrr] to the fact that he 
did not sustain the President’s asseverations, I 
desire to know whether that gentleman vindicates 
the truth of the President’s actual assertions ? 


| The President says: 


“In the long series of acts of indiscreet aggression, the 


, first was the strenuous agitation, by citizens of the north- 
the President of the United States robbed of | 


ern States, in Congress and out of it, of the question of 
| negro emancipation in the southern States.” 

Sir, if there be a man in this body who can 
tell me when the question of negro emancipation 
in the southern States was ever agitated here or 
in the Senate, I beg him to do the President the 
| justice to state it. The President does not allege 


|| that they had committed acts tending to that ob- 


ject as represented by the member from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Kerrr,] but he asserts uneqnivo- 
| cally, without qualification, that we had agitated 
| the question of negro emancipation in the south- 
| ern States. ; 

I suppose no man doubts the authorship of this 
-message. The special pleading, the astute reason- 
ing, the sophistical manner in which the ques- 
tions are propounded and argued, and the reckless 
Maboned of facts, leave no doubt upon that point 
in the minds of those who served in this House 





gates of hell nor the omemrene. party shall pre- 
vail against it. It is on these undying truths we 
base all our political hopes. 

Our Government was established, ordained, and 
brought into existence, for the distinctly-avowed 
and unequivocally-declared purpose of maintain- 
ing the rights of all men under its exclusive 
jurisdiction to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap- 
piness; and every man who opposes the attain- 
ment of this object opposes the purposes and 
designs of those who founded it, and of course 
are diametrically opposed to the objects and doc- 
trines of the Republican party. 


I now pass to the next point in our Republican || 


| with the distinguished Attorney General in the 
| Cabinet. 

Sir, I have been a member of this House longer 
than any other gentleman here. I have perhaps 
served Hata. continuously, than any member 
of either branch of Congress, and I a been 
regarded as the most ultra-Abolitionist in either 
House. The President probably intended to refer 
| to me; but I say, unhesitatingly, that 1 never 


| I never made a motion nor delivered a speech— 
agitating that subject. I proposed a resolution 
yesterday, calling on the President for any in- 


| ve a petition, resolution, or proposition— 


platform. The second resolution further reads || formation he may possess on this subject, but it 


as follows: 1 


** That as our republican fathers, when they had abol- 


ished slavery in all our Territories, ordained that ‘no person | 


shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due | 


process of law,’ it becomes our duty to maintain this pro- || 


Vition of the Constitution against all attempts to violate it, 


for the purpose of establishing slavery in any Territory of 


the United States, by positive legisiation prohibiting its | 
existence or extension therein.” | 
Here I arrive at the particular issue between us | 
and the Democratic party. I desire to go to the | 
foundation of our controversy. I am not about 
to discuss collateral questions. There are funda- 





was objected to bya friend of his. So faras my 
knowledge, or information, or belief extends, no 
such proposition was ever presented in either 
House by any member. 

But, sir, suppose we had done so, are we to look 
to the Presidefit for permission to speak what 
we think—to utter what we feel to be our duty? 
| Why, sir, if northern members have not proposed 
| negro emancipation in the South, southern mem- 
| bers have proposed to carry slavery into the free 
States. I think it was in 1838 or 1539, that a dis- 


- 





tinguished member. from Virgisiay (Mr. Wise,) 
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proclaimed on this floor the right of a slaveholder 
to carry his slaves into or through any free State. 
In 1849, a distinguished mefnber from Georgia, 
{Mr. Toombs,] now holding a seat in the other 
end of the Capitol, declared here, that it was the 
duty of the Federal Government to protect the 
slaveholder inthe possession of his slave wherever 
the American fag may float; and since that gen- 
tleman has held a seat in the Senate, he is reported 
to have said “‘ he would yet call the roll of his 
elaves under the shadow of Bunker Hill monu- 
ment;” that he would pollute that holy ground 
which drank the blood. 

atriots who fell in the cause of freedom, by the 
Wotsteps of God’s image held in chains. 

Sir, these gentlemen had the right to speak 
their real sentiments —to avow their doctrines, 
and the President has no more right to censure | 
them than they have to turn round and censure 
him for the expression of his ee I stand 
here to defend the constitutional rights of mem- 
bers of this body, whether from the North or the 
South, ier. they be in favor of slavery or of 
freedom. “1 denounce this impertinent—this inso- | 





lent attempt of the President to dictate to this | 


body how we shall act, or what we shall say. 

The President seems to think that he was | 
placed in the presidential chair, not only to dis- | 
charge his own duties, but to read lectures to 
officers of the legislative. branch of the Govern- 
ment. I, for one, repudiate his right to call in 
question the action of members of this body. 

Bat the President charges the people of the 
free States with agitating this question of negro 
emancipation in the southern States. 
suppose they have done this: I reply, they have | 
a right to do so. It not being a matter over 
which I think Congress has power to legislate, I | 
never agitated it here. 
a right to discuss the question of serfdom in 
Russia, of cannibalism in the Feejee Islands, or | 
of slavery in our southern States? They pay | 
money to send Christianity and intelligence to 
India, to the Sandwich Islands, and to our slave | 
States. I recently saw a statement of the‘Money | 
collected and expended by our southern aid soci- | 
eties during the past Year, in efforts to enlighten 
the ignorant blacks and whites of the southern | 
States. 
best manner of extending civilization and Chris- 
tianity there? I know that gentlemen in this and 
the other end of the Capitol have spoken in an 
apologetic manner of the radical Abolitionists of | 
the North. I regret it. I say to those people, | 
speak what you verily believe to be just and right; 
unfold your own intellects; speak forth the senti- | 
ments of your hearts; the President is your ser- | 
vant, and not your master; you may chide him with | 
propriety; you are the sovereigns of this nation, 
and I would have you realize your true dignity. 
Southern men do not hesitate to talk of carrying 
slavery into the free States; indeed, they carry | 
their slaves into our territory; they contaminate 
our soil. Even a judge in Pennsylvania has 
substantially Betided that they have the right to | 
carry slavery into Pennsylvania. Sir, from my 
heart I feel humbled at this degradation of my 
native. State. But while these things are done, 
and the President approves them, he attempts to 
lecture the people of the North for speaking their 
feelings. Fn und hold such arrogance in 
supreme coptempt. I say to the President, the 
Constitution of the country has declared ‘* that 
the freedom of speech and of the press shall never | 


be abridged,” and no petty a will be able to || 


hold the freemen of the North in awe of his arro- 


gant usurpation. 


But I pass to another definite assertion in this || 


message. The President says: 


« The second step in this path of evil consisted of acts of || constitutional privilege of sending a mes 


the people of the northern Stares, and in several Mstances | 
of their governments, aimed to facilitate the escape of per- 
sons held to service in the southern States.”’ 

Not satisfied by reading lectures to Congress, 
and to the northern people generally, he next 
proceeds to scold our State Legislatures. Now, 
sir, I trust the Governors of Ohio and other free 
States, and the members of oy State Legisla- 
tures, will not be greatly alarmed at this inter- 
ference of the President in relation to the discharge | 
of their duties. I would inform the President and | 
his Cabinet that our Governors and members of 
our State islatures hold their offices from the 
people—notfrom him. They are accountable to 





of Warren and those || 


Wel), sir, || 
1 Mr. GIDDINGS. 


But have not the people || 


| 
ii 
i 


And have they no right to talk of the || 


| 
i 





the people—not to the President, nor to his Cabi- 
net; that they are as independent of the President 





| 


| as the President is of them, and may lecture him 


with as much propriety as he can them. 

Why, sir, when the President sent this message 
to us, men of my own State—free men—were 
| sighing in chains in slave States, where, though 
born free, they were fined, imprisoned, and en- 
slaved, under the laws of those States, and yet 
he pretends to deny me the right of speaking of 
their emancipation. Sir, what authority ‘has he 


| 


| to assail Massachusetts? That State, [have no 


doubt, will be heard from in due time. Her cit- 
izens are imprisoned and sold into interminable 
bondage in South Carolina, by the laws of that 


representative of the sovereignty of Massachu- 
setts, to test, in the courts of the United States, 
the validity of those laws, he was driven from 
her soil, and not permitted to test the validity of 
those State enactments. Sir, shall Massachusetts 
sit quietly, with her arms folded, and see such 


wrongs and outrages that would have produced 
war and bloodshed had they been inflicted by a 
foreign nation? I rejoice that Massachusetts has 
asserted her sovereignty, in declaring that her 
jails shall not be used to imprison fugitive slaves, 
and that her officers shail not disgrace that glorious 
old Commonwealth by playing the bloodhound 
_in pursuing and seizing the fugitive from bond- 
age who is fleeing to Canada. 

Mr. BOYCE. I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether there is any law in any free State which 
prohibits the introduction of free negroes into 
such State? 


1 believe there is such a 
| law in the Democratic State of Indiana. 
Mr. BOYCE. As I heard no complaint of such 
/a law in any of the northern States, I thought 
| perhaps none could have existed. 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. Iam sorry that such laws 
were enacted by Democrats, even in my own 
| State; but we did complain of them; and when 
| the Republicans got the power they repealed 
them in Ohio. It only existed during the darker 
ages of Locofoco rule, but disappeared upon the 
Renee of Republican civilization. Teaughter ) 
But I was speaking of those transactions o 
| which the President complains—of what has been 
| done by the State of Massachusetts. Sir, I ask 
| you to witness the shameful spectacle that is 
| presented of a President who, from the executive 
| chair, undertakes to lecture the sovereign State 
| of Massachusetts, of Vermont, Michigan, and 
perhaps others, for the exercise of their State 
sovereignty. But the President has some cause 
to assail Massachusetts. ‘That State has totally 
blotted out Locofocoism and doughfacism, and 
now stands erect in her Republicanism. He also 
appears indignant at that State whose Republican 
star never sets. In fact, the President may feel 
some degree of indignation resulting from the 
recent elections in those States, and is determined 


| ‘The President goes further, and again under- 
takes to-lecture the people—the pedple who have 
given him power and place, and who have now 
sent him to a political grave. As he is about 
retiring from the presidential chair, instead of 
praying for the welfare of those who have hon- 
ored him by their confidence—which he has 
| betrayed—while he is looking forward to that 
| political grave from which there will be no res- 
urrection, instead of invoking blessings upon the 
_ heads of those who have placed him in the high 
official position which he occupies, he assails 
them with calumnious reproaches, and were 
ere 
to vilify and slander the people and their Legis- 
latures. He lectures them for not turning out to 
catch the fugitive slaves who pass through those 
| States. Sir, in what age do we live? Under 
what circumstances aréewe placed that the Pres- 
ident of the United States undertakes to assail 
and scold the people, whose servant he is, for not 
assisting to the utmost of their ability to prevéht 
their fellow-men from escaping from an oppres- 
sion which from their inmost souls they detest? 
I never saw a panting ‘ugitive flying from 
bon that U did not pray God most earnestly 
to speed him in his flight and to enable him to 
make good his escape. The whole sympathy of 








State; and when you sent your agent there as a || 
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| 








| know if the gentleman would no 
| step further? 


| one step further. 
| catcher who dared pursue them from my prem. 
|ises. I would have kicked him from my door 
wrongs and outrages perpetrated upon her sons— || 





to reprove them for their Republicanism, while he || 
| yet a the chair of State. 
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my nature is at once enlisted in his behalf. | 
always feel anxious that he may eee from the 
crushing power under which he has been borne 
down. ana yet the President assumes to lecture 
me because I choose to obey God rather thay 
him. Why, sir, gentlemen may listen while | 
tell them that I have seen at one time nine fugi, 
tives dining in my own house—fathers, mothers 
husbands, wives and children, fleeing for their 
liberty, and, in spite of the President’s censure 
*f obeyed the divine mandate to feed the hung ; 
and ‘clothe the naked. I fed them. I clothed’ 
them. I gave them ae their journey, and 
sent them on their way. as that treason? [f 
so, make the most of it. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I want to 

t cate 


GONE One 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes, sir, I would have gone 
I would have driven the slave. 


yard, if he had made his appearance there. 
Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. Would not 
the gentleman have justified the taking of them 


| by force or stealth in the first instance ? 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I would smite down the 


infamous slave-catcher if he were to enter my 
| door in his infamous attempts to arrest and en- 


slave a brother man. I hope the President will 
feel no unhappiness at what I am saying. Mr 
Speaker, I raake these statements in order that 
the people of my native State of Pennsylvania, 
the people of our northern States, may express 
thejr manhood, and not be held in silence by ex- 
ecitive insolence. Itis the duty of every man, 
it is a Christian duty, that we should speak out 


| our honest sentiments in condemnation of those 


infamous crimes. But I want to speak a little 
further. I do not mean to speak of slavery asa 
mere crime. The slaveholder controls the Slave 
by the lash. He scourges him into submission to 
his own will. But further than this, no person 


| is allowed to teach a slave to read the Bible 


under a penalty of imprisonment. Ignorance is 
encouraged by a legislative enactment. Now, 
sir, further than this, whenever a master attempts 
to correct a slave and the slave resists, the master 
is at liberty to shoot down such slave. Thus, 
the master holds the power of life and death over 
his slave, a tyranny which sets at defiance all 
European despotisms. 

Mr,..BENNETT, of Mississippi. I want the 
member from Ohio to draw the distinction be- 


| tween the slaveholder bringing his slave into 


subjection by the lash, and the northern men 
bringing their poor people into subjection by 
starvation? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman understands 
that the wife of a slave held by the master is 
liable to his polutions, and dare not resist her 
master’s approaches. He sells her children, ay, 
his own offiprite, born of his slave, for paltry 
Ect There. is no such thing in our northern 
code. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I would ask 
the gentleman from Ohio if he is not aware that 
in a certain case of the separation of a child from 
its mother, by articles of separation, a northern 
man was the purchaser of the child, and hot a 
southern man? 

Mr.GIDDINGS, I know not of the particular 
case referred to by the gentleman, but here, in the 


| city of Washington, as told you by that old 


man eloquent, Mr. J. Q@. Adams, twenty years 


| ago,a slave dealer, reeking in iniquity, purchased 


a mother and child, up in Montgomery county, 
Maryland, and separated them from the husband 
and father and the other ‘children, imprisoned 
them in that infernal hell which once existed at 
the corner of Seventh street and Maryland ave- 
nue. ~ There the mother, with no eye but that of 
her God upon her, contemplating the past, and 
looking forward to the horrid future, saw the 
doom to which she and her children were con- 
demned, and when her soul was wrought up 
with frenzy, when reason was dethroned, she took 
the life of her offspring, and then severed the 
thread of her own existence, and rushed unbidden 
to the presence of her God, and there made her 
appeal against those who uphold and apologize 
avery. 


In Covington, Kentucky, a father and mother, 


| shut up in a slave dungeon and doomed to * 


